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COMMUNICATION FROM DR. HALL. 


qyite Editors of the Independent : 
quattemex :—In your editorial of June 27, 
yjiave, by implication, held me up to the pub- 
93 having been guilty of “ disorderly” aud 
He pertinent” couduet before the Genera! Asso- 
dation of Connecticut ; you havedireedy charged 
ne with “turning aside from the grave matters 
actually under debate,” and discussing “ The In- 
dependent under pretense of discussing something 
give :” of citing your review of C. C. (published 
before the action of Hartford Central) in proof of 
a matter alleged to be in consequence of that ac- 
tion: and of misrepresentation in saying (as is 
alieged,) that in said article you had compared 
the O:thodoxy of Connecticut to the description 








of Hudibras. 

You have reiterated this last charge (of mis- 
representation) in The Independent of July 4, 
under the caption of “ Rev. Dr. HaLy’s MIs-sTaTE- 
vent.” You have reiterated the same charge, 
in your Card, published in the Evangelist of the 
same date. 

For the expressions of respect and charity 
mingled with these charges, | would entertain a 
due sense of obligation ; 1 would hope that you 
are not like some described hy the prophet of 
old, who “ bite with the teeth and cry peace ;” 
and that your words are not intended to be like 
those which were “softer than oil, yet were they 
Gentlemen, how can | accept 
the charity, or value the respect proffered me in 
the kame paragraph that bluzons my name in 
capitals, in connection with a charge of untruth ? 
javing made these charges upon me, you cite 
me to appear and answer before the public, in 
the columns of The Independent. 

It is with extreme reluctance that I appear. 
But you have compelled me either to vindicate 
myseli, or by my silence, to suffer under these 
imputations, as if dumb from a consciousness of 
guilt. I beg you therefore to hear me patiently. 
I plead not Guitty, to all these charges, and to 
each of them, 

I do not accept the statement of your reporter, 
even asa brief skeleton, or outline, or sketch of 





drawn swords.” 





the matier and spirit of my remarks before the 
General Association. Much less do I accept 
them on points where anything depends on an 
accurate report of words. The report of the 
Evangelist is more correct. As the mere sketch 
of a reporter (and it professes to be no more) it 
is ably and faithfully done. Yet, from the in- 
evitable imperfections of such a report, it mingles 
some matters which [ kept distinct; it puts some 
expressions into my mouth which I do not 
acknowledge as my own; and in one case, | 
think, it puts me into a false position by the sub- 
stitution of a single word. I claim to beallowed 
togive my own version of my remarks, authen- 
ticated by the careful examination and the ap- 
proval of a sufficient number of competent wit- 
nesses who heard the whole. I claim to have 
the whole printed at length ; for in that way alone 
can the connection, motive and real import of the 
parts called in question be properly judged. 

Before I proceed to notice the charges resting 
upon myself alone, it is proper that I should ad- 
vert to one which rests jointly upon myself and 
the Moderator ; and ultimately upon the General 
Association. You charge me with “disorder,” 
“impertinence,” and with discussing “* The Inde- 
pendent under pretense of discussing something 
else.” You directly implicate the Moderator as 
having connived at these offenses. 

Now, it ought to be the rule, that no member 
of a deliberative assembly should be called in 
question for mere disorder and impropriety in de- 
bate, save only before the body itself; so long 
as that body maintains any character for order 
or decency. Such questioning elsewhere, impli- 
cates the presiding officer, and the assembly 
itself ; since it is their duty to repress such dis- 
order at the time: and they have the power, even 
to the silencing of the disorderly member, or to 
his expulsion, 

Every one who attended the late General As- 

tocialion, Was struck with the prompt and rgid 
aihere nee of the Moderator to the rules of order. 
Al were made to feel, that while there was the 
Ulmost courtesy and impartiality, no one could 
Venture upon any improper liberty, without the 
certainty of being promptly met with the decision 
of stern authority, So remarkable was this, that 
Dr. Bushnell himself,—the very man more liable 
than any other to suffer some grievance, from the 
course of the debate,x—took the very unusual, if 
not unprecedented measure before the General As- 
sociation, of moving a vote of thanks - a motion 
which all felt was deserved ; but which, from its 
unusual nature, was not put. Moreover, if the 
Moderator had been unfaithful, there were eyes 
enough to watch him. If any member had 
“turned aside from the matters actually under 
debate,” or conduc‘ed otherwise in an imperti- 
nent or disorderly manner, it was the prerogative 
of every other member to call him to order : and 
there were enough present, who would not have 
scrupled one moment to do so, had there been oc- 
casion. But there was no such call to order. 
The General Association heard my remarks, at 
least with attention. 

It is fair to conclude that they perceived no 
such impertinence or disorder. The Moderator 
has since assured me, that he recollected with the 
utmost distinctness, the points for which The 
Independent was introduced, and that they were 
a proper and sufficient cause for the introduction. 
He declares that he watched me narrowly, fully 
determined to stop me, should I at any time wan- 
der from the point, or transgress the bounds of 
propriety, and that there was no such trans- 
gression. He declares that he is ready, on any 
suitable occasion, to go before any court of jus- 
tice and testify to these things under oath. 

Now when these things bave passed in the 
General Association of Connecticut,—who all 
share the blame with the culprit, if there be any 

lame or culprit in the case,—what does The In- 
dependent do* Upona “hasty perusal” of the 
papers of their reporter,—and while they con- 
fessedly “know not what” was even the matter 
under debate, (this is your own account of the 
Matter, gentlemen,) and while it is impossible for 
them to know or to judge whether there was any 
“disorder or impertinence,” or any discussing of 
The Independent under “ pretense of discussing 
something else,”=-forthwith out come the Three 
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Editors, (for I may no longer attribute anything 
to one,) blazoning my name to the world as guilty 
of all these offenses before the General Associa- 
tion of Connecticut. They assail the Moderator 
as having willingly suffered the disorder and im- 
pertinence. They virtually impeach the General 
Association itself. All this, while, confessedly, 
they know not whereof they affirm, and under- 
stand not what they say. 

Now [ submit it to the public, whether the 
Editors themselves have not, in this, done that 
which is “ disorderly” and “ impertinent.” And 
I call upon you, gentlemen, to make for this 
rashness and impropriety,—not to say misrepre- 
sentation and injustice,—some adequate and 
honorable amends. Doubtless the “columns of 
The Independent are open to whatever explana- 
tion” the respected Editors may see fit to make. 

So far my defense conjoint!y with that of the 
Moderator and of the General Association. For 
the matiers as they specifically concern myself 
alone, I have other defense to make. 

On the Tuesday following the appearance of 
your first editoriaj, the monthly meeting of the 
ministers of this district was held at South Nor- 
walk. There were present, among others, Dr. 
Hewit, Rev. Messrs. Theophilus Smith, Lyman H. 
Atwater, and 8. B. 8. Bissell, together with three 
others, who were all present at the meeting of the 
General Association at Litchfield. The names ot 
the others I do‘not mention, because [ have not 
been able to see them since that time, and to ob- 
tain authority for mentioning them, 

Betore these brethren I laid your editorial, 
together with the reports in The Independent aud 
the Lvangelist. I expressed my pleasure thal sv 
many were present who were also present at 
Litchfield, beiore whom I might lay the whole 
matter while it was yet fresh in their memories. 
I desired them to look carefully at the things 
charged against me, and if they found me guiity 





as charged, | promised to make all the reparation 
ian my power, After carefully considering each | 
point, they declared, with one consent, that the 
charges in your editorial were unjust. 

Having this testimony of my brethren, that in 
their view I had done no wrong in the premises, 
and that I needed to make no acknowledgments, | 
but that on the contrary they were well satisfied | 
with what I had done,—though I keenly felt the | 
injury, I determined to bear it_in silence. Your 
subsequent publications have left it no longer at 
my option to be silent. 

| therefore claim your promise, and demand 
it as a matter of justice, that your columns may 
be open to what I have to offerin reply. 1 offer— 

1. These prefatory statements. 

2. My speech before the General Association, 
written out in full, 

3. Your article on C. C., with the communica- 
tion which you appended to it. 

4. Some concluding statements and arguments. 

1 deem it necessary to my defense and vindica- 
tion against your charges, that the whole of 
these be published, in their order and entire. 

The speech in question was introduced on this 
wise : 

Dr. BusHNELL, on motion to erase a particular 
clause, thought he might say something on the 
subject generally, as well at this point as any 
other. 

Mr. Hatt, stipulated that if this was granted, 
a reply should be allowed as broad as Dr. B.’s 
argument. To this Dr. B. replied ‘ Certainly ;” 
and this appeared to be taken as granted by 
general assent. 

Dr. B. then went into the history of the affair 
arguing especially that the action of the Hartford 
Central was understood and intended by them- 
selves as final; and that so far as they were 
concerned, no farther action jcould properly be 

had. 

Prof. Goopricu argued that Hartford Cen- 
tral had decided only for themselves, and had not 
shut the door against an accuser: citing in prooi 
the vote of that Association at their annual 
meeting. 

Dr. Tyrxrr followed, showing that his Associa- 
tion had understood the action of Hartford Cen- 
tral, as Dr. B. had represented it. 

Dr. Porter being present, though not a mem- 
ber of the General Association, was allowed to 
explain. He did so, endeavoring to show that 
his Association had not closed the door against 
an accuser; and that if the brethren of Fairfield 
West supposed so, they ought yet to presume 
that Hartford Central would even be so incon- 
sistent as to receive an accusation properly pre 
sented, 

Here was a point deemed important by all. 
It is well known that Fairfield West had been 
blamed for sending a remonstrance, instead of 
presenting aformal accusation. You yourselves, 
Messrs. Editors, had repeatedly declared in The 
Independent, that our proceedings were “ Act and 
Testimony proceedings,” “disorderly,” and “ rev- 
olutionary.” Such was the occasion ; such were 
the circumstances under which I spoke. 

The speech herewith given, I have written out 
in full from the notes which I drew up while 
those who preceded me were speaking. Dr. Hewit, 
Rev. Messrs. T. Smith, L. H. Atwater, and S. B. 
S. Bissell, have met and examined the speech as 
herewith written out in full. They unanimous- 
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particularly, that in the points called in question, 
it corresponds entirely with their best recol- 
lection. They authorize me to say this to you 
and to the public on their behalf. 

After the remarks of Dr. Porter, Mr. Hall spoke 
as follows: 

SPEECH BEFORE THE GENERAL ASSOCIATION. 

{ have felt reluctant to differ in opinion from 
so many of the fathers in the several Associations, 
who have supposed that the way is still open foran 
accusation to be received by the Hartford Centra! 
Association. But I have thought that they were 


cided it on its merits, viz.: that there is no “ just 
occasion to direct to the calling of the Consocia- 
tion ;” and that Dr. B. “ could not Be properly or 
justly subjected to the charge of heresy.” 

It is true that some members of that Associa- 
tion think the door is open; others think it is 
not. I can receive no private interpretation of a 
public document, especially where the members 
of the body, from which the document emanates, 
disagree among themselves. On this point we 
may fairly offset Dr. Bushnell against Dr. Porter. 
The argument of Dr. Bushnell is irresistible. 1 
never before listened with so much pleasure to a 
speech on so painfula subject. It is clear, sound, 
logical—a nail driven home and fastened; and 
should decide the point beyond the power of 
argument. Should any one, after this, deny the 
power of Dr. Bushnell to use language unambigu- 
ously, or to reason with the utmost accuracy of 
logic whenever he desires to do so, we can all 
bear witness that the denial is an entire mistake. 
His conclusions and those of Dr. Porter, as to 
whether the Hartford Central have left the door 
open to an accusation, are entirely contradictory. 

Dr. Busuneti.—I agree entirely with Dr. Por- 
ter, that the door is open. 

Mr. Hatt, the General Association have heard 
and can judge. The Fairfield West took this 
view of the case, that the Hartford Central had 
decided the case on its merits, and that the door 
was shut. 

The Fairfield West were slow to act in this 
matter. You well know, Mr. Moderator, how 
reluctant I was, for one, and how decidedly I took 
the ground, that as the body having jurisdiction 
in the case, had acted, and for aught that ap- 
peared, acted understandingly and in good 








| statements and with the context. 


should we do then ? 
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faith, there ought to be an end of the mat- 
ter. I had not then read a page or a para- 
graph in the book in question. When it was 
decided to investigate the subject in our ministers’ 
meeting, I procured the book, determined to look 
into the matter carefully, and to maintain the de- 
cision of Hartford Central, if there should be any 
possible ground. But on reading, and re-reading, 
with much prayer for guidance and with as much 
care and calmness as | would study a book of 
mathematics, I found absolutely no ground on 
which I might plant my feet for a defense. My 
mind came to the clearest, firmest conviction, 
that the book was one consistent scheme of heresy ; 
utterly subve-sive of all the great fundamental 
doctrines of Tse Gospel, and that we could not 
in any case he'd it in fellowship, and be faith- 
ful to the truth and to our Lord. 

When we de ‘ed that something should be 
done, we did not move formally at first; but de- 
puted our Register to write to one of the most 
influential members of the Hartford Central, to 
inquire if there was any prospect that that As- 
sociation might be induced to reconsider their 
doings. The reply assured us that this could 
not be done, and demanded: “ What have the 
members of Fairfield West to do in this case, any 
more than ministers in lowat”’ The reply di¢ 
not intimate the possibility that the Hartford 
Central Association would receive an accusation, 
or that there was any difficulty in their way fon 
want of an accuser; but it pointed out to us an- 
other mode of redress, utterly inconsistent with 
that supposition. It told us that we might pass 
by their Association, and present charges directly 
to the Consociation: which, of course, we knew 
by the Platform to be impossible. This shows 
that the want of a responsible accuser was not 
at that time even thought of. 

We deliberated, prayed over the matter, pre- 
pared our Remonstrance, read it carefully four 
limes, twice with the extracts from Dr. B.’s book 
—members holding the book in their hands and 
carefully comparing the quotations with our 
Even when 
we felt that we were ready to adopt it, we gave 
it into the hands of a committee to reéxamine it : 
after some tine, we met again; adopted it; sent 
it privately to Hartford Central, and waited for 
theirreply. Their reply you all know. 

Up to this time, no member of our Association 
had, to my knowledge, published a line. We 
carefully abstained {rom the public prints. 

When the reply of Hartford Central came, we 
felt that we had then no more to do with Dr. Bush- 
nell than with the man inthe moon. Henceforth 
our business was with his Association. What 
What could we do but to 
make known our grievances to the neighbor- 
ing Associations? This is the method pointed 
out in the Cambridge Platform, in case of 
churches being aggrieved with a neighboring 
chureh. 

Mr. Atwater here, at the request of Mr. 
Hall, read from the Cambridge Platform, p. 141, 
of the “Congregational order.” 

“A third way, then, of communion of 
churches, is by way of admonition, to wit: in 
case any public offense be found in a church, 
which they either discern not, or are slow in 
proceeding to use the means for the removing 
and healing of. Paul had no authority over 
Peter; yet « hen he saw Peter not walking with 
a right foot, he publicly rebuked him before the 
church. Though churches have no more au- 
thority over one another than one apostle had 
over another, yet as one apostle might admonish 
another, so may one church admonish another, 
and yet without usurpation. In either case, if 
the church that lieth under offense do not hearken 
to the church that doth admonish her, the church 
is to acquaint other churches with that offense 
which the offending church lieth under, together 
with the neglect of their brotherly admonitions 
given unto them; whereupon those other 
churches are to join in seconding the admonition 
formerly given; and if the stil! offending church 
continue in obstinacy and impenitency, they 
may forbear communion with them; and are to 
proceed to make use of the help of a Synod, or 
council of neighboring churches walking order- 
ly (if a greater cannot be had) for the convic- 
tion, &c.” 

Mr. Hatt resumed. We went therefore ex- 
actly according to the book: we turned not 
aside, nor passed one step beyond. 

Now, sir, the action of the Hartford Central was 
orderly, and their decision—so far as they were 
concerned,—valid and final, till they themselves 
shall in due form reconsider it. The Saybrook 
Platform, Art. XIII, contemplates two modes in 
which an Association may take notice of cases 
of scandal or heresy: first, where there is a re- 
gular accusation; secondly, where a matter is 
“ otherwise cognizable by them,” by spontaneous 
action if no accuser appears. The Hartford 
Central had their option between these two 
modes; but in either mode, the moment they 
begin to act, there is the initiatory step of dis- 
cipline. Rights begin to accrue to the accused ; 
prescribed forms must be followed; and while 
these are pending, nobody has any right to in- 
terpose, in the same matter, with any charge or 
process in another mode. They cannot listen to 
a charge or motion for process in another mode 
while the first is pending ; but if an accusation 
is then presented, they may reply, ‘‘We cannot 
receive it; we have already the same matter 


iy declare it a faithful and very accurate report | pending in a regular process, and we cannot at- 
of my speech before the General Association ; 


tend to two processes, nor require the accused to 
answer to two processes for the same matter, at 
the same time.” In either mode, their decision is 
equally valid and conclusive. No further pro- 
cess can be undertaken by that Association on 
the ground of any inconclusiveness or invalidity 
arising from the mode of the procedure. The 
decision is conclusive while it stands; the only 
thing that the Association can do, is to recon- 
sider: till they do this the door is shut. 

Our standard writers agree with the Platform, 


| with regard to the propriety of either of these 
| two modes of procedure. 
led into error by overlooking the fact, that the makes the distinction between the processes ne- 
Hartford Central did not dismiss the case, but de- | cessary in public and private offenses 


President Dwight 


; Meaning 


| by “ public,” offenses openly committed, of pub- 


lic notoriety, or of crying common fame. 

Mr. Atwater suggested to Mr. H. that the 
Ratio Discipline also makes the same dis- 
tinction, 

Mr. Hatt.—Yes; the Ratio Discipline agrees 
with the Platform, and with President Dwight. 
The Word of God sanctions this distinction. In 
1 Cor. v., Paul says, “It is commonly reported 
that there is fornication among you. And 
ye are puffed up, and have not rather mourned, 
that he that hath done this thing might be taken 
away from among you.” He directs them to 
proceed to discipline, and to clear themselves, even 
with no mention of an accuser, and without the 
allowance of waiting for one. 
responsible for keeping itself clear of such of- 
fenders. If this bad been a case of heresy in- 
stead of scandal, the propriety of proceeding 
spontaneously would have been even more ob- 
vious. In case of scandal the church might 





reply, “ We find no sufficient evidence,” or, “ The 
report is common enough, but the evidence is 
not accessible.” But in case of heresy, as ina 
published book, the whole evidence is open and 
obvious. The facts are admitted. No more evi- 
dence can come from any quarter ; it is no longer 
a question of fact calling for eviden 
question of doctrine, Ate 

Now the Hartford Ce 
choice of the modes at ¢ 
in their proceedings : ¢ 
the Ratio Disciplinay 


and by the bie f. 
ing wholly within Mei: 


So far as depended on 











them, the decision 
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_Dr. B. has shown that they themselves regarded 
itas final, In their answer to us they declare, 
that— 


“ Having carefully examined the book of Dr. 
Bushnell, and heard his vindication of himself 
against the charges of heresy brought against 
him from various quarters, and after solemn de- 
liberation come to the conclusion of which our 
brethren complain, we cannot, with all our re- 
oy for their judgment, think it consistent with 
the established rules of JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS, OF 
with justice to ourselves or to Dr. B., to review 
that DECISION, or fo institute a new investigation 
of the case until new evidence of a decisive char- 
acter shall be presented to us.” 


They therefore regarded their decision as final. 
So we regarded it; so it was regarded by others. 
They published their decision; and out came 
The Independent, with a flourish of trumpets, out 
came the senior editor, declaring that Dr. B. was 
now exonerated from the imputation of heresy 
by “The metropolitan Association” of Connec- 
ticut, and exulting that there was “no appeal ;” 
and however you may like it, he stands as good 
as the best of you. 

Dr. Busunett.—The Puritan said so first, and 
said that now I was “a chartered libertine.” 

Mr. Haty.—Yes, and said right. The Inde- 
pendent took ground even beyond this, viz.: that 
orthodoxy itself has no standard by which its 
doctrines on these subjects can be adjudged he- 
retical. But let me read to you. Hear The In- 
dependent—hear Dr. Bacon: 


; “With the confidence of such a church, Dr. 
B. is well fortified against ecclesiastical disci- 
pline from without. But will such discipline be at 
tempted? That is a question in which we are 
even more interested than in the theories of Dr 
B. respecting the Trinity and the Atonement. 
We have expressed our dissatisfaction with 
those theories. They are no more satisfactory 
to us than are the theories of Princeton on the 
same subjects. But so long as Dr. B. holds, as he 
| does, the essential facts of the New Testament, in 
| relation to the being of Gud and the way of salva- 
tron, shall be be condemned and cutiawed, for 
using the common prerogative of New Eng!and 
to speculate and theorize* Has New Eugland 
theology been run in an iron mold? Has it a 
Shibboleth? Is there no further possibility ot 
progress or of change? Has all trath and al} 
knowledge been compassed and determined at 
New Haven, or at East Windsor ?—and if so, at 
which? If there are any in Connecticut who 
think that Dr. Bushnell has so far departed from 


C.—It did not give satisfaction. We received 
a Remonstrance and Complaint, full, elaborate, 
specific, stating distinctly the points of heresy, 
and citing passages at length inyproof. 

A.—How did you answer the Remonstrance ? 
Did you consider and decide upon these points, 
one by one, whether they were sustained by the 
proofs * 

C.—Not one of them. Nor did we condescend 
to pass a vole upon one. We simply replied 
that we did not “ think it consistent with judicial 
proceedings, or with justice to ourselves,” or to 
the author, “to review that decision,” or “to insti- 
tute a new investigation,” UNTIL NEW EVIDENCES 
“be presented to us.” 

A.—Did you say anything about waiting for 
an accuser ? 

C.—No. 

A.—Did you intimate that you would institute 
new proceedings if an accuser should appear * 

C.—No. 

A.—What did you mean by “new evidence ?” 
Was not all the evidence possible in the case 
fully before you? From what quarter was this 
new evidence to come? What could you mean 
by new evidence? 

Now suppose the Corinthian church had heard 
the evidence, and yet cleared the man— 

Mr. Atwater, sitting by Mr. H., suggested to 
him—Suppose they had admitted the facts, and 
denied that it was a crime? 

Mr. Hatt.—Yes, suppose they had admitted 
the facts, but denied that they constituted a crime. 
he question is no longer concerning facts call- 
ing for evidence, but a question of law. Just so 
tbe present case comes to where we say it does 
in our Memorial: “That since the book itsel! 
contains the whole subject matter of the heresy 
charged,” “the question between the Hartford 
Central Association and us is a question as to what 
are fundamental doctrines and fundamental errors ; 
what constitutes the essence of the Gospel? Further 
evidence is out of the question. 

At this point, suppose inquiry should be made 
of the church, whether the matter afterward 
came under their review ? 

C.—Yes; and we passed a vote upon it. 

A.—What did you vote? 

C.—‘ Resolved, That in the case of we 
have decided only that we find no just occasion 








orthodoxy that he ought to be disiellowshiped, 
we should like to know by WHAT STANDARD OF OR- | 
THODOXY HE Is TO BE TRIED? {[s Omicron the 
standard t or the Biblical Repertory? or the New 
Englander? or—Dr. Pond? By what school shalt | 





The church is 











| tis opinions be tested? Andover, New Haven, | 
| East Windsor, or Bangor? Those who are medi- | 
| tating the ecclesvasticat discipline of Dr. B. will | 
jfiud it hard to digest these articles of C.C. 
The writer shows by quotations in paralle} 
column, that Dr. Bs reviewers of every school, 
and of every shade of orthodoxy, are quite as | 
much at Varlance among themselves, as any or 
all of them are at variance with Dr. B.” 


The article goes on to say that C. C. after ask- 
ing “ WuatT Is oRTHODOXY ?”’— 


“Traces the differences and contradictions of 
Dr. B.'s reviewers on all the important points in 
dispute; the import of the term Person as ap- 
plied to the Gouhead, the Person of Christ, his 
sufferings, the Atonement,” &c., &c. 

And then, as if to pour contempt upon the very 
idea of bringing Dr. B.to trial, in the absolute want 
of any standard of orthodoxy; asif to ridicule the 
disposition manifested to rid the churches of the 
responsibility of shielding and endorsing funda- 
mental errors, The Independent proceeds to com- 
pare the condition of Orthodoxy to the descrip- 
tion of Hudibras: 

“If we suppose Orthodory to be personified 
in each and all of these reviewers, it answers well 
to the description of Hudibras himself : 

* He was in logic a great critic, 
Profoundly skilled in analytic; 
He could distinguish and divide 
A hair ’tween South and South-west side, 
On eitier which he would dispute, 
Confute, change hands, and still confute’” 

The Moperator.—Perhaps you had better go 
on, and not read any more. 

Mr. Hatt.—I have done reading; but I wish 
to say that The Independent closes this same ar- 
ticle by a communication from a country pastor, 
ridiculing, under the severest irony, the idea that 
there is any ascertainable orthodoxy on these 
fundamental doctrines of Christianity, desiring, 
as if in distress, to know, WHat 1s OrTHopoxy ? 
and entreating The Independent to “hasten to the 
aid of a suffering brother, who must be, who will 
be orthodox.” 

The same paper also went so far as to inti- 
mate that there was cause for such a discussion 
as that of Dr. B., from the state of orthodoxy in 
New England: its departure from the ancient 
doctrines and its tendency toward tritheism. Jn 
the Religious Herald, also, a communication was 
inserted, purporting to be from a pastor of thir- 
teen years’ standing, affirming that he himself 
was doubting these doctrines as commonly held 
among our churches, and that, on his own know- 
ledge, many other ministers around him were 
also doubting. 

Such was the attitude of the question before 
Fairfield West. We felt that if ever there wasa 
case that demanded investigation as a case of 
heresy, it was this; and that if this scheme were 
to be received as the truth, our Bible is no longer 
worth a straw. We felt that if there ever wasa 
case of scandal upon the faith of our churches, 
that demanded some action to wipe it away, it 
| was this. 


ourselves to charge him with heresy, and that in 
the decision to which we came we intended no 
more.” 

A.—Did this vote recall anything? or alter 
anything ¢ 

C.—No. 

A.—Did it declare the door open to an accus2r ? 

C.—No. 

But suppose the inquiry now to be made 
directly to the Hartford Central Association con- 
cerning the case in hand: What moved you to 
that vote? Ans. We received a letter asking us 
specifically whether the door was open to an 
accuser. Our vote was in answer to that in- 
quiry. 

Did you answer it ¢ 

Dr. BusHNeLu.—It was not an answer to that 
inquiry. It was not proper for us to volunteer 
to say what we would do. A court never sends 
out word what it will do in case an accusation is 
made. We decided to give no answer at all to 
the letter of Dr. Tyler. 

Mr. Hatu.—It was published in the papers, 
and that officially, as the answer of Hartford 
Central to B. Tyler. 

Dr. BusHnett.—That was an error of the 
scribe. 

Mr. Hati.—No matter. It was occasioned by 
the letter of inquiry from one B. Tyler, whonow 
turns out to be Dr. Tyler. 

Dr. Busuneti.—You must charge that too to 
the scribe. 

Mr. Hati.—At any rate, it was no answer to 
the specific inquiry whether they held the door 
open to anaccuser; to which inquiry it has been 
so extensively claimed to be an answer in the 
affirmative. The Hartford Central have again 
and again had this matter before them, with full 
opportunity to explain their meaning. After so 
much doubt, and so mach debating in the papers 
as to whether the door is open, they have been 
explicitly questioned and desired to give an an- 
swer. They passa vote in language as vague and 
ambiguous as though they considered the use of 
speech to ve what Talleyrand described it to be 
—* To hide one’s thoughts.” 

The Moperator.—It is not in order to deal in 
personalities, or to impeach motives. 

Mr. Hatt.—I thank the Moderator, and beg 
pardon. I ought not, and I desire not, to call in 
question their motives. But so it is, that their 
vote explains nothing, alters nothing, answers 
nothing. It gives no promise for the future. 
And we have been told here, that it was design- 
edly so framed, as to convey no intimation as to 
whether the door was open, or whether it was 
not. 

Now, sir, the Hartford Central are good wit- 
nesses as to what they intended, when they say 
they “intended no more.” But when they vote 
that they have done no more—that they have 
“decided only that they -have no just occasion 
themselves to charge him with fundamental error ;” 
ihat is a matter of fact, or at least of opinion, 
concerning which other evidence is to be heard. 
In my view they did decide much more, and de- 





And when we remonstrated, did we receive an 
answer at all calculated to satisfy us? Did it 
afford any promise of hope or of relief? So far 
from it, that it was generally understood to close 
the door more effectually, and to cast the whole 
weight of that Association on the side of sane- 
tioning the doctrines of Dr. Bushnell as not in- 
consistent with the faith of our churches. 

At this point, I, for one, felt that we should 
do right to enter a formal complaint against 
Hartford Central, and to cite them to appear be- 
fore the General Association, to show cause why 
they should not be excluded from our fellowship 
But we did not enter such a complaint. We 
| brought up to you our Memorial to try 
further may be done; in which, however, we 
say mildly, kindly, but firmly and truly, that 


complained of long to prevail among us, without 
making this a practical issue” before the General 
Association. 

Now, sir, let me say a little more to show how 
the principles laid down in 1 Cor. v. apply, at 
several stages, in a case like this. 

Suppose the apostle inquiring of a church 
concerning a book published by one of their 
number, and “ eommonly reported ” to be heretical. 
He asks, Have you dealt with the author accord- 
ing to the demerits of such a crime ? 

C.—No; there has been no accuser. 

A.—Was it not “ commonly reported?” Were 
not all the facts in the case “ cognizable” by you, 
and fully within your own knowledge ? 

C.—Yes; there were re in abundance; 
and we moreover knew a ourselves, that 
we felt constrained to examiffe the matter, even 
without an accuser, and we did so. 

A.—Did you examine the merits of the case? 

Did you examine carefully, or did you make 
child’s play ? 
—Nay, we did examine faithfully and in earn- 
and “after solemn deliberation” we came toa 
Ptonclusion” that the author in question “could 
not be properly or justly subjected to the charge 
of heresy.” 

A.—Did you publish anything * 

iin our decision, with our reasons in 
full. 








what | 


“We do not believe it possible for the errors) 


‘ A.—Did it give satisfaction® Did nobody re- 
was final till they should reconsider the case | monstrate and complaia * 


cide a far different question. They decided that 
| he “CoULD NoT BE justly or properly subjected 
toa charge of heresy.” Deciding this for them- 
selves, is deciding not for themselves only, but for 
the whole world, so far as depends on them to 
make a decision. It is idle to say that they have 
| decided only that they themselves find no cause ; 
}their decision is broader than this. But even 
while euch a decision stands, how can they pre- 
sent him before the Consociation, a8 one con- 
cerning whom they have found just occasion, to 


| put him on trial for heresy? In these disputes 





of their own members as to the intent and mean- 
ing of their decision, how can we—as Dr. Porter 
advises us—proceed upon the supposition that 
| they will, if need be, be so inconsistent as to put 
him on trial? T cannot presume that honorable 
| and reasonable men will beso inconsistent. Do 
you think, Mr. Moderator, that if we had decided 
so concerning any member of ours, that for any 
clamor Fairfield West would abandon the brother 
whom they had adjudged innocent, eat their own 
words, ac: contrary to their own solemn and re- 
corded judgment? No, sir, never, till they had 
first reconsidered their doings—the very thing 
which we entreated Hartford Central to do at the 
firat, and which they must do before it will be 
in their power to present him for trial, whoever 
may accuse. Till that time, so far as they are 
concerned, the door is effectually closed. 

Such is the present attitude of the case. Un- 
der these circumstances the General Association 
is bound to speak. [s it not time that there was 
a remedy for these things * 


Such were my remarks before the General As- 
sociation, as nearly as it is possible for me to 
recall them. 

I ask you to print here your entire article on 
C..C., with the communication appended to it. 
Contrravtions of C.C. Now declared in full as Criti- 

cus Criticorum. [Published by sequent.) Hartford: 
Published by Brown & Parsons. 1549. 


We have here, in pamphlet form, the articles 
ing Dr. Bushnell ys Reviewers, which ae 


author, toget " 
the same subject. We are glad to see that the publi- 
cation of these articles was called for by gentlemen 


C. Perkins, Luzerne Rae, and others, have not had 
their confidence in their pastor’s orthodoxy shaken, 
by all the reviewers snd gna rts ~~ N. 
Lorn. This fact well for Dr. "s per- 
sonal and minister a and for the general 
tone of his preaching at home. With the confidence 
of such a church, Dr. B. is well fortified against any 
ecclesiastical discipline from without. But will such 
discipline be attempted? That is a question in which 
we are even more interested than in the theories of 
Dr. B. respecting the Trinity and the Atonement. 
We have our dissatis with those 
theories. They are no more satisfactory to us, than 
are the theories of Princeton on the same subjects. 
But so long as Dr. B. holds, as he does, the essential 
facts of the New Testament, in relation to the being 
of God and the way of Salvation, shall he be con- 
demned and outlawed for using the common preroga- 
tive of New England theologians, to speculate and 
theorize? Has New England been ran in 
an iron mold? a -' data ne 
further a progress or of change? Has 
and all knowledge been com and de- 
mae me indsor t[—and 
if so, at which? If there are any in Connecticut 
who think that Dr. Bushnell bas so far departe from 
orthodoxy, that he ought to be disfellowshiped, we 
should like to know by what standard of orthodoxy 
he is to be tried. Is Omicron the standard, or the 
Biblical Repertory, or the New Englander, or the 
Christian Observatory, or—Dr. Pond! By what 
school shall his opinions be tested—Andover, New 
Haven, East Windsor, or Bangor? Those who are 
meditating the ecclesiastical discipline of Dr. Bush- 
nell, if any such there be, will find it hard to digest 
articles of C.C. The writer shows, by quota- 
tions, in parallel columns, that Dr. Bushnell’s review- 
ers, of every school and of every shade of orthodoxy. 
ure quite as much at variance among themselves, a> 
any or all of them are at variance with Dr. B., whom 
they have accused of “ Rationalism, Transcendental. 
ism, Mysticism, Theism, Pantheism, Sabellianism, 
Socinianism, Swedenborgianism, Trinitarianism, Uni- 
tarianism, Apollinarism, Eutycheanism, the error of 
the Docetsw, together with every heresy not men- 
tioned, past, present and future; so that, while here 
and there he appears to be orthodox, he is, in fact, 
very Antichrist.” 
Under the caption “What is Orthodoxy *” our 
author remarks : 


‘It would seem from the spirit manifested and the 
language employed by a certain class of theologians 
chat it is easy tu fix precisely the boundaries betwee: 
orthodoxy aud heresy. It ought to beso. sut on trial, 
difficulties arise, not because the docirines 0. Scripture 
are obscurely revealed, but because men have attached 
to these doctrines their own speculations. Not content 
to receive the truths of revelation as they lie upon th: 
pages of the Bible, one and auother must theorize upo: 
them, and the result is, that they are deprived ot al 
their freshness and life even, and peiritied into dogmas 
Then commences wrangling, each theorizer hurling ai 
the others the charge of heresy.”’ 


He then traces the differences and contradictions of 
Dr. B.’s reviewers, on ali the important points in dis- 
pute ; the import of the term person, as applied to the 
Godhead ; the person of Christ; his sufferings; the 
atonement, &, &c. If we suppose Orthodoxy to 
be personified in each and all of these reviewers, it 
answers weil the description of Hudibras himself: 


** He was in logic a great critic, 
Profoundly skilled in anal) tic ; 
He epuld distinguish and divide 
A hair "twixt south and south-west side ; 
On either which he would dispute, : 
Confute, change hands, aud stil! confute.” 


In view of the discrepancies of Dr. B.'s reviewers, 
our friend Criticus thus judiciously sums up the whole 
matter: 


‘* Whatever may be Dr. Bushnell’s errors—and we do 
not take the ground that his book contains no errors— 
he certainly desery - to he treated fairly. It is incum- 
bent on those wi) could review his Discourses, to pos- 
sess themselves iuily of his meaning befure publishing 
their criticisius. What is now the truth in the case ! 
From the examination we have given of his Discourse 
on the Divinity of Christ, it is seen that his reviewers 
Cifer among thems«!yc. as to their understanding otf 
# most every fu: dani. tal position he has assumed ; and 
that, not partiall., bat totally. Even the self-same 
passages are cited by different eritics, and interpreted, 
without any bevitation, by one, as containing sound 
orthodoxy, anc by another, as evidence of essential de- 
fection from the faith. 

* From these fac’<, three things follows. In the first 
place—he has ti:u greatly misapprehended, and ot 
course misrepreseiited. In saying this, we do not mean 
to be understood as saying anything to the disparage- 
ment of the capacities or the character of his reviewers 
in the second place—our Theology —e the subject of 
the ‘l'rinity and the Person of Christ, hus departed sadly 
from the simplicity of the Scriptures, and has become 
intensely rationalistic and matic. How else can we 
account for the fact, that there are held and taught in 
our schools and churches, such audacious and conflicting 
theories of these d. trines—aid that the rejection of 
these theories is regarded by their severa' advocates as 
virtually, if not really, the rejection of Christianity 
itse'f? And thirdly—those men of hig) degree in our 
churches—to say nvthing of the masses (hu, compose the 
subjacent strata—whose judgment with respect to Lr. 
B. 8 views, has not been formed, according to the ac- 
knowledgment of some of them, by a thorough, prayer- 
ful, and candid study of his book, nor, in cases of deubt 
as to his meaning, by personal fraternal interviews 
with the author himself, but, if from any source out of 
themselves. from the misrepresentations of his review- 
ers, ought co be ashamed of themselves, and of the man- 
ner in which they have most assiduously used their in- 
fluence.” 


In this connection, we insert the following letter 
from “a country minister.” The only way in which 
we can help him out of his dilemma is, by recom- 
mending him to live according to the simple facts of 
the Gospel, and leave the rest to be settled by the 
wrangling critics and reviewers. The mere fact that 
so many theories of the Trinity are held, by men of 
acknowledged orthodoxy, shows that there is not one 
metaphysical doctrine of the nature of God, in this 
respect, the belief of which is essential to soundness 
in the faith - 

Mr. InpEPENDENT:—I am a country minister, and 
therefore cannot be supposed to be profoundly versed in 
theology. Hut | have fallen in with Dr Bushnell’s 
book, and read it with much pleasure till I also hap 
pened to fall in with some of his reviewers; whose cri- 
triques have been sent to us country ministers, gratis, 
that our darkness might thus be benevolently taken 
away. Since reading these able works, I have been ex- 
coed ly frightened. {| dare not read the book any 
more, lest ] suould be convinced by it. But if convineed 
by it, 1 should receive a dangerous heresy. I aw much 
alarmed too by another discovery. I find the reviewers 
—< with great confidence of the orthodox doctrine of 
the Trinity. [ do most honestly wish to receive the doe. 
trine. But the reviewers themselves differ on the point : 
all agree that the doctrine is fundamental—but disagree 
trom each other as much as from Dr. B. as to what the 
doctrine is. This frightens me ; for it leaves me in the 
terrible doubt, whether | bave ever known what the doc 
trine really is; and whether | have not been believin 
error and heresy all my life 1 am determined that | 
will believe the orthodox doctrine if | can find out what 
it is. I therefore address myself to you, in the hope ot 
relief. Hasten to the aid of a suffering brother, who 
must be, who will be orthodox. 

What is the orthodox doctrine of the Trinity ? 

Is it orthodox to believe that there are three beings, 
and that the unity of Giod is a socia/ auity ? 

Is it orthodox to believe that there are three person- 
alties, three distinet wills, consciou-nesses and affections , 
these inbering in one and the same substance ? 

Is it orthodox to believe that there are three persons, 
but not three distinct wills, consciousnesses and affec- 
tions 7 

Is it orthodox to believe that there is “* such a distine- 
tion” in the divine nature as lays the foundation for 
using the pronouns, I, thou, he, by these distinctions 
respectively ? 


en 


we 





abroad, but that orthodoxy was assailed and 
ridiculed, as furnishing no standard by which 
alleged heresy may be tried. Asa part of the 
history, there was ample reason why | should 
refer to this article on C.C, And it is proper 
for you to know that your own attempts to 
screen Dr. B., and to pour contempt upon his 
accusers, and upon the condition of orthodoxy, 
were among the considerations which decided 
our movement; as showing that the errors of 
Dr. B. could no longer be neglected with safety 
to the truth. You meant not so, neither did your 
heart think so; but He who “taketh the wise in 
their own craftiness” designed it, I trust, for 
good; that an effectual stand should at length 
be made against a most pernicious error. Your 
article on C. C. said, indeed, that “you had ex- 
pressed your dissatisfaction with the theories of 
Dr. B.,” and that “they are no more satisfactory 
to you than the theories of Princeton on the 
same subject”—implying that his theories con- 
cern only speculative points, and not funda- 
mental articles of doctrine. But your article so 
far endorsed Dr. B. as to declare that he “ holds 
the essential facts in the New Testament in relation 
to the being of God, and the way of salvation.” \i 
went further; it asked indignantly: ‘Shall he 
be denounced and outlawed for using the common 
prerogative of New England to speculate and theo- 
rize?” The Independent raises its iron scepter ; 
it bends its indignant frown upon “any in Con 
necticut who think” “that Dr. B. ought to be dis 
fellowshiped.” It demands to know “by whai 
standard of orthodoxy he is to be tried?” You 
gentlemen, are not so unskilled in language ar 
not to know that a demand under the supposi- 
tion that a reply is impossible, is the stronges: 
possible mode of making an affirmation. lt is 
so here. You not only make the demand, bu 
you turn, as if in triumph at the impossibility o/ 
an answer, to the orthodoxy of Omicron of th: 
Biblical Repertory, of the New Englander, of th 
Christian Observatory, and “of-——-Dr. Pond’ 
You turn to Andover, to New Haven, to Eas 
Windsor, to Bangor. Creation is ransacked ; th« 
standard is not found; but from every quarte 
empty echo returns the inquiry, “ We should /1k. 
to know by what standard of orthodoxy he is to b 
tried ?” 

Such was the article read before our meeting 
while we were deliberating whether the state o 
the case was such as to require some action \ 
be had. Nor was your comparison of Hudibra 
omitted. Nor did we pass by the communicatio: 
of “ Suspense,” in which, either with a lightnes 
or a malignity, which one of our number at th 
time declared to be worthy of Voltaire, thi 
country minister, who is “determined that hy 
will believe the orthodox doctrine, if he can fin: 
out what it is,” begs The Independent to teil hin 
‘: What is the orthodox doctrine of the Trinity? 
These matters of history I referred to in giving 
an account of the state of the case when Fair- 
field West concluded to take it up. You wel 
know, gentlemen, how much more of the same 
kind I might have referred to in The Independent 
You well know the character of a communica 
tion inserted elsewhere, without one word o! 
disapproval, which communication declared tha 
the great truths of the Gospel are ‘‘all there” it 
Dr. Bushnell’s scheme; that he had only ascend 
ed to a greater hight, and taken a broader view 
The theologians who complain of his views wer 
likened to boys, who have for the first time 
ascended an eminence and looked on familia) 
scenes from a point without; to whom the whol: 
scene is so much changed that they cannot recog: 
nize their own father’s farm. Thus has you: 
paper stood the apologist and defender of Dr 
Bushnell; the more effectually because of its dis 
claimers and its professed neutrality. Thus ha- 
it endorsed his speculations as free from the re- 
jection of any fundamental truth. Thus has it 
poured contempt upon those who have venture: 
to make complaints. You well know how thor 
oughly you have mingled yourselves up in this 
strife ; and how unsparingly you have dealt ou: 
your blows on the right hand and on the left 
You have assailed the Hartford North; you have 
assailed the Fairfield West; your editorials have 
been frequent and long; you have aimed to bea’ 
down those who differed from you in opinion 
when they attempted to proceed, as they felt be- 
fore God that it was their duty to proceed; you 
‘have aimed to lead and to control public senti- 
ment on this matter, and apparently to foresta! 
or to influence the action of the several distric! 
Associations. After so mingling yourselves uj 
in the history of this affair, that your doings con 
stitute no small element in its history, you lil 
up your handg as if in ‘horror at the disorder an: 
impertinence when the “ utterances of The Inde 
pendent” are read, in @ simple statement of th. 
position of things at a partictlar crisis in th 
course of the affair; for, gentlemen, I simply 
read, and after reading I made no comments, a 
your reporter erroneously informs the publi. 
that I did. 

One thing here I do regret, and I spontaneous 
ly expressed my regret when I laid the maite: 
before the delegates of Fairfield West; and tha 
is, that in referring to The Independent I men 
tioned the “senior editor.” I believe also, thoug! 
the reporters do not state, that in referring to th: 
article on C. C. I said, “ Hear Dr. Bacon.” [dk 
not justify, but regret it; albeit The Independeni 
is the last of all creatures that have a right 
complain of mentioning people by name.. Th: 
only excuse I have to offer is, that | wante: 
authority; and from the age, experience, an: 
residence of the senior editor, 1 regarded any 
thing emanating from him, upon these matter: 
as clothed with vastly more authority than any- 





ls it orthodox to believe that there are three classes 
or seta of attributes, inhering into the one spiritual na | 
ture? 

Is it orthodox to beleve the eternal generation of the | 
Son, as an essential part of the true doctrine ? 

Is it absolutely necessary to orthodoxy to believe that 
the statements of the Bible are designed to teach us any- 
thing metaphysica'ly of the nature of God? 

is it essential to orthodoxy, to believe that the repre- 
sentations of the Bible were designed to teach, or do 
actually teach anything as to the interior nature of 
God, or the interior construction of bis spiritual being ? 

May a wan ask these questions without being branded 
with that fearful name, Sabellian ? 

Did any man ever read the writings of Sabellius ? 

Do answer these questions speedily. For, some years 
since, | adopted some ** New Haven views,”’ but | suffered 
so much in my reputation for orthodoxy, that | deter- 
mined never more to be caught in cherishing an opinion 
infected with the slightest taint of heresy. I should 
dread, therefore, the possibility of making a mistake ih 
this matter. Do put a speedy termination to my 

SUSPENSE. 


CONCLUDING STATEMENTS AND ARGUMENTS. 

And now, was there any turning aside from 
the matters actually under debate? Was The 
Independent introduced in a disorderly and imper- 
tinent manner? Was it misrepresented ? 

The first point for which The Independent was 
introduced was, to show that im like manner as 
the action of Hartford Central was understood 
by themselves, by the Hartford North, and by 
Fairfield West, so it was understood elsewhere. 
This was a legitimate point ; and in proof of such 
a point, the declarations of any public paper are 
public property, and may be used without any 
just cause of offense. 

The next point was, to show the position of 
the case before the public, and the circumstances 
under which the Fairfield West concluded it to be 
their duty to make some movement. This, too, 
was a legitimate and important point; and for 
this purpose the “utterances of The Independ- 
ent” were public property. There was moreover 
a peculiar propriety in citing The Independent on 
this point, as it so happens that this very article 
of yours on C. C. was read in the meeting at 
which we finally.concluded to take the matter 
up; and read for the purpose of showing the 
state of the case to be such as to demand some 
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thing in which he shares an indiscriminats 

responsibility with the three. I was not awar 

that I was revealing secrets. You ought to b 

aware that the public generally understand th: 

articles on Bushnellism and the ecclesiastica 

proceedings in Connecticut to emanate from the 
senior editor. But it seems that in “one of the 
articles” | was mistaken. In the others, then, | 
was not. If you will be so good as to inforn 
me which that one is, I will cheerfully correct 
the error, and declare the senior editor free from 
any responsibility concerning it, save that which 
he holds in common with the three. I also 
promise not to repeat the offense in future; no: 
will | again venture to say “out came the senio 
editor,’ without adding, “out came all the 
three.” 

You deem it important in your editorial! to vin- 
dicate what you had affirmed of the ground o 
Dr. B.'s security from discipline. It is therefore 
proper that I should say a few words upon that 
point. You had said in your article on oe 
“ with the confidence of such a church, Dr. B. is 
well fortified against any discipline from without.” 
In your editorial you say, “If that church were 
independent of all ecclesiastical bodies save an 
advisory council convened according to Congre- 
gational usage, his position would be even 
stronger than we affirmed.” 

No, gentlemen, you widely mistake. You as- 
sert a principle full of error and mischief, and at 
war with “ Congregational usage.” The confi- 
dence and support of no Congregational church 
secures a minister from disctpline from without ; 
since the very end, and the utmost limit of that 
discipline, is to remove him from the fellowship of 
those without. A heretical minister may be re- 
moved from that fellowship, notwithstanding the 
adherence of any church; and the adhering 
church itself falls necessarily under the same 
discipline from without. The church may be- 
come independent, and keep the minister of its 
choice, even though he be a Socinian, a Univer- 


tionaliem. The church may call an advisory 
council of men of like stamp with its minister; 
but that council can give them the fello 

only of men of the like character. It is one of 
the principles of Congregationalism to maintain 
purity of doctrine, by each church holding itself 
obliged to heed the admonitions of the rest; and 
by all holding themselves mutually bound to give, 
mutually, an account to each other of their do- 
ings when duly called on by each other.» It is 
an entire mistake to suppose that the adherence 


of thé orthodox churehes, compels those churches 
to hold him in fellowship. This may be a whim 
of Independency for aught T know, but it is not 


orthodox churches of New England. 

Gentlemen, your talk about “Independency,” 
and “ Congregational usage,” and “all ecclesias- 
tical bodies save an advisory council,” [meaning 
an occasional and select advisory council,) with 
other intimations which appear from time to time 
in The Independent,—are understood in this quar- 
ter to have a pregnant meaning. Are they, or 
are they not, designed as covert thrusts at the 
ecclesiastical polity of the Congregational 
churches of Connecticut? If they are, | deem 
itimportant to inform you, that this polity, ea 
tablished by our fathers, and tested by so long 
ind so bappy an experience, is yet dear to the 
-burches of Connecticut, It is the more precious 
o us, while we see what an obstraction and 
what an offense it is to those wno demand, not 
mly that heresy may stand unmolested upon 
its oWn bottom, but who demand thatjt may be 
lowed to dwell unquestioned among our 
thurches, enjoying all the immunities of an un- 
estricted fellowship. Gentlemen, these are not 
he times in which we shall regard such thrusts 
ut our ecclesiastical polity with indifference. 

I now proceed to inquire, WHETHER THERE 
WAS ANY MISREPRESENTATION OF YOUR ARTICLE 
ow C, C,4 

[am reported as having said that you com- 

vared “the orthodoxy of Connecticut” to Hadi- 
ras. This report is so far correct, that I said 
you compared the condition ef orthodoxy to the 
iescription of Hadibras, | am confident that } 
id not use the word Connecticut ; and in this, 
he recollection of my brethren, Whose names I 
ave mentioned, coincides with my own, Your 
omparison was not limited to the orthodoxy of 
‘onnecticut. If | have been guilty of misrep- 
esentation, the misrepresentation is as much 
vroader than appears from the report as the 
vbole country is broader than Connecticut. 
You did not say Connecticut, nor did you include 
t, save as the part is necessarily included in the 
whole. 

The true question between us is not concern- 
ing such a limitation of the comparison, but 
vhether you did or did not liken the condition of 
wthodoxy (meaning, in the country at large] to 
he description of Hudibras? If you did so, 
hen that necessarily includes Connecticut, whe- 
her you specified Connecticut or not; and the 
lenial of the speciality would be but a” special 
pleading against a broader and more comprehen- 
‘ive charge. Leaving out the word Connecticut 
which is of no consequence to the real issue), 
ihe denial of your first editorial will read, “ No 
dlusion was made to . . . orthodoxry”——“ We can 
vardly believe Dr. Hall capable of such misrepre- 
sentation.” This is the true issue between us. 
{ affirm an allusion to orthodoxy; you declare 
such an offirmation a misrepresentation, and 
7oMe Our u, th another editorial, under the 
caption, “Rev, Dr. Haty’s Misstatement.” 

You do me but justice when you say you can- 
not suppose I would willingly misrepresent you. 
When youmpeditorials reached me [ looked over 
he article again, but could not perceive wherein 
| had misrepresented you. Unwilling to persist 
in an error, if, perchance, my judgment had 
-rred, I took your editorials, with the reports, and 
with your article on C. C., to an eminent jurist, 
whose reputation for capacity and integrity has 
ior a long time, in these parts, had no superior. 
| begged him to examine the documents, and to 
«ay whether (leaving out the word Connecticut, 
which I disavowed,) there was any misrepre- 
entation, even as my remarks were reported. 
He read the whole, and answered emphatically, 
‘No; your representation is entirely just.” I 
hen said to him that it was of very great con- 
<equence to me not to be mistaken on this point, 
ind therefore I desired him to read and ponder the 
vhole, sentence by sentence, with great care, 
He did so, and answered again, emphatically, 
‘There is no misrepresentation ; your statements 

re entirely justified.” I then took the same ar- 
ticles to another eminent lawyer—no less eimi- 
vent for his stern integrity—-and asked bim to 
nake the same examination. [lis replies were 
ts emphatic and as unqualified, declaring that 
ny representation was according to the obvious 
wud unmistakeable import of the comparison in 
its connection, The brethren whose names [ 
1ave mentioned, all concurred in this view. I 
felt, therefore, that if I had erred, I erred where 
ionest men and practised interpreters came to 
precisely the same conclusions with myself. 

Gentlemen, I have not misrepresexted you, 
Your allusion in the comparison is directly and 
inmistakeably to the condition of ortholoxy——to 
wthodoxy as personified, not in a@ “jumble of 
issertions and definitio .s,” bat as “personified in 
ach and all of these reviewers” And who are 
hose reviewers? Dr. Hodge, Prof? Goodrich, 
Ir. Pond, Dr. E. Beecher and his coadjulors ; 
umong the most eminent men Of Boston an! its 
ricinity. The import of your comparison was, 
‘ither to cast a reproach upon the orthodoxy of 
hese men (which you would not and dare not 
lo), or it was to intimate that they had misrepre- 
sented and belied ortholoxy, and were no just 
epresentatives of it (which was no part of 
your design, and which you will not ventare to 
intimate), or else it was to cast a reproach upon 
the condition of ortholoxy Teelf; which last 
vonstituted the whole drift and scope of your 
trticle, and of the communication appended to it. 
It is the only solution, and the necessary import 
f your comparison of Hadibras. Jn this you 
were necessarily le! in following out and en- 
lorsing the atrocious perversions and misrepre- 
sentations of that atrocious pamphlet of C. C. ia 
its inquiry, “ What is orthodoxy ?” 


Look at the whole current and scope of your 
remarks. “If there are any in Connecticut who 
think Dr. B. has so far departe! from orthodoxy 
hat he ought to be disfellowshiped, we should 
like to know by what standard of orthodoxy he is 
to be tried 7” Here you refer to Omicron, to the 
Biblical Repertory, to the New Englander, to the 
Christian Observatory, and to Dr. Pond. You 
pass through the schoolx, Andover, New Haven, 
East Windsor, and Pangor; and say, “those 
who are meditating the ecclesiastical discipline of 
Dr. B. will find i: hard to digest these articles of 
C.C. The writer shows, in parallel columns, 
that Dr. B.'s reviewers of every school, and of every 
shade of orthodory, are quite as.much at variance 
among themselves, a8 any of all of them are at 
variance with Dr. Bushnell.” The very point is 
to show the miserable condition of orthodory, as 
too confused and contradictory to furnish a stan- 
dard for trial. Then you quote C.C. again thus: 
“Under the caption ‘ What is orthodoxy ? our 
author remarks:—and after citing bis remarks 
you proceed: “He then traces the differences 
and contradictions of Dr, B.’s reviewers on all 
the important points in dispute ; the import of the 
term person as applied to the Godhead; the 
atonement, &c., &c.,” (Mark here, that their d:ffer- 








salist, a Swedenborgian, or a Mormon. But in 
that case it is Independency, and not Congrega- 
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ences and contradictions here specified, are ditfer- 
ences and contradictions, not with regard to Dr, 


of achurch to a minister, who denies the faith ‘ 


“according to” any principle or “ usage” of Com- 
gregationalism that was ever received by the 
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Bushnell’s theories, but differences ard contradi: 
tions on the fundamental doctrines of the gospe 
—the person of Christ—his sufferings—the atone 
ment :) and then you add, “If we suppose ortho 
doxy to be personified in each and all of thes 
Teviewera, it answers well the description © 


““Hilibras himself.” This is under the inquiry 


“ What is orthodoxy *” The allusion is as pa’ 
pable, as direct, as undeniable, as though whe 
C. C. asks * What is orthodoxy ™ you had r 
plied, “It answers well the description of Hud: 
bras.” Nay, gentlemen, you have yourselve: 
placed this question and answer in direct juxts 
position in the scope of the comparison as state 
by yourselves, in your card published in th 
Evangelist. You say there,“ The Independen 
asked, By what standard of orthodoxy shall D: 
Bushnell’ be tried ?” and added, “If we euppo= 
orthodo®y to be personfied in each and all o 
these reviewers, it answers well the descripti.n © 
Hudibras.". True; trae! The comparison wa 
an answer to the question, “ What is orthodoxy, 
and can therefore refer to nothing else that 
to orthodoxy itself. Your own statement o' 
the scope of the comparison has joived these 
things together, and they are no more to be sun- 
dered. 

Nay, if the comparison of Hudibras were 
wholly omitted, the force of the ridicule cast upo: 
orthodoxy would scarcely be diminished at al! 
The ridicule, designed, pointed, runs throughou! 
the whole article. There is indeed nothing s« 
contemptuous and ridiculous in that comparison 
of Hudibras, as in the keen sarcasm of the 
communication appended. To what profit then 
do you publish cards and editorials, to deny a 
speciality of the charge of ridicule, while (that 
speciality out of the question,) a broad strain o/ 
ridicule runs throughout the whole article and 
its closing appendage ? , 

But with the whole article published entire in 
connection with this communication, let the pub- 
lic judge whether there has been any misrepre 
sentation ; and if so, upon whom it lies. 

After having in youreditorial of Jane 27 taken 
the ground that your comparison of Hudibra- 
referred not to orthodoxy but to the “jumble o! 
assertions and definitions” of orthodoxy paraded 
by C.C. in parallel columns, it is both amusing 
and painful to see you shift your ground in you: 
card published in the Evangelist, and make 
your defense turn upon the limitation of the 
comparison to the orthodoxy of Connecticut 
“No such sentiment,” say you, “was uttered in 
its (The Independent's) columns.” You then 
state the case and draw your conclusion thus: 
“ Was this comparing the orthodoxy of Connecti 
cut to Hudibras? But ong of the reviewers wa~- 
of Connecticut, and the orthodoxy referred to wa-> 
the medley or jumble of the whole.” 

Very well. It was, then, orthodoxy that was 
referred to; but it could not be the orthodoxy ot 
Connecticut, either solely orspecially, since * Bu 
one of the reviewers wasof Connecticut;” while 
the others were of Princeton, Boston, and of Ban- 
gor! True! Very true indeed! If the three 
editors find any comfort in escaping by such a 
special loop-hole as this, | cannot find it in my 
heart to pursue them further, or to bein any way 
a hindrance to their joy. 

And now, gentlemen, how long have you, in 
this matter, labored in the very fire, and wearie: 
yourselves for very vanity? Once you declai 
ed the question settled by the Metropolitan As 
sociation of Connecticut, and that there was ne 
appeal. Again you have maintained stoutly 
that it was not settled; nor was the door shui 
even in that Metropolitan Association, agains! 
any per-on who might choose to accuse. 

You have taught your readers to regard the 
points under debate as matters of mere theory. 
on which Dr. B. ought not to be denied the com. 
mon prerogative of New-England to speculate 
and theorize. Tie General Association of Con 
necticut, after full deliberation, specify these 
very doctrines, and say by their unanimous vote, 
“ We deem it due to ourselves, to the cause o! 
God and truth, to the peace and purity of ou 
churches, to declare that, in our judgment, the 
foregoing doctiines are FUNDAMENTAL ARTICLES 
OF THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION.” 

You have endorsed the perversions and misre- 
presentations of C. C., and with him labored to 
prove that orthodoxy is in no condition to fur- 
nish a standard by which Dr. B.'s supposed de- 
parture from the faith may be judged heretical 
The General Association of Connecticut, by a 
vote, nemine contradicente (save one whom you 
have endorsed as “ holding the essential facts o1 
the New Testament in relation to the being o! 
God and the way of salvation”) have solemnly 
set forth the standard held, now as in times of 
old, by the churches of Connecticut; and have 
declared, that the denial of the doctrines therein 
set forth, “1s HeREsy” and he, whom you have 
endorsed as holding the e-sential facts of the 
New Testament, openly dissenting ; declariny 
the formula, in respect to atonement and justfi- 
cation, to appear to him a kind of colluvies gen- 
tium, the import of which he could not soive. 

You have represented the Remonstrance o/ 
Fairfield West as an “ Act and Testimony pro- 
ceeding,” ‘‘disorderly,” and “ revolutionary.” 
The General Association of Connecticut, by a 
unanimous vote, (having been primarily moved 
thereto by no motion or member of Fairfielu 
West) have declared remonstrance under suc}: 
circumstances to be “THE RIGHT of any of ou! 
district Associations; and declared it to be the 
uty of the Association remonstrated with, to 
do precisely what we intreated the Hartford 
Central to do, and they did not, viz." to recon- 
sider the case.” 

Whether the action of the General Association 
bas touched Dr. Busineli or not, certain it is tha’ 
it has touched you. Ithas overthrown with on 
decisive and final sweep, all the fortified posi 
tions which you have spent so much time an 
labor in rearing. It has reversed the dicta o 
The Independent on almost every important poin 
in the debate. When you shall be through wit! 
looking after the “impertinence,” “disorder, 
and “misrepresentation” of an humble individua! 
the public will doubtiess bave some curiosity t 
see In what manner The Independent will procee.! 
to gather up its own fragments alter this unior- 
tunate collisygm with the General Association 
oi Connecticut. 

Yours respectfully, 
Epwis Wart. 

Norwalk, July 23, 1850. 


FROM OCR BOSTON CORRESPONDENT. 


Boston, August 5, 1850 

Messrs. Epitors:—The Daily Advertiser har 
this week published a correction of the suppose: 
fact with which my last was closed (and whic! 
I amend hereby with great pleasure), to the 
effect that Dr. Webster has ceased, some time 
since, to be Professor of Chemistry in Harvar 
College. It states that, pending his conviction 
it was felt to be improper to take any steps fo: 
his removal, lest it might unjustly prejustice hin 
in the eyes of the community; but that, soo: 
after the verdict of condemnation, upon a bin: 
he voluutarily resigned his office, expressing 
much gratitude at the previous forbearance o} 
the authorities of the institution. It is state: 
that the office of spiritual counselor to the con 
demned has been vacate! by Rev. Dr. Putnam, 
and filled by Rev. Mr. Ware, of Cambridge. 
DISCOURSES ON THE DEATH OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Of the many sermons which have been sug- 
gested by the death of Pres. Taylor, several hav: 
been published for the gratification and instrue- 
tion of a circle larger than that of their origina! 
auditors. Of these, one by Rev. W. A. Stearns, of 
Cambridgeport, deserves mention, as peculiarly 
edifying for its honest and faithful, while at the 
same time eloquent, exposition of the lessons o/ 
this Providence, 

Theodore Parker, in his sermon on the charac- 
ter of the late President, was so grossly and 
coarsely severe in his denunciations of him asa 
man of blood, and a dealer in widows’ groans 
and orphans’ sighs, as to have a very moving 
effect upon his audience, many of whom departed 
without waiting for the benediction of this neolo- 
gic apostle. 

Rey. Dir. King yesterday delivered a discourse 


\t the Hollis-street church, which is spoken of 
»y those who heard it as an uncommonly feli- 
itous and discriminating estimate of the charac- 
er and life of the great departed, and of the 
essons which his sudden removal should impzess 
‘pon every heart. 

The city funereal solemnities are appointed for 
he 15th inst., and Hon. Josiah Quincy, jr., has 
cecepted the appointment of eulogist. 


THE SCHOOL £XHIBITIONS. 

The annual exhibition by the pupils of the 
rammar schools throughout the city was given 
vn Tuesday last, and the “ Franklin” and * City” 
nedals were awarded to the successful competi- 
ors. In the afternoon the accustomed “ Medal 
“‘estival” was held at Faneuil Hall, and attended 
y the medal scholars, their parents, teachers, 
chool committee, members of the city govern- 
nent, clergy, and strangers of distinction, &c.. 
o the number of near one thousand. Excellent 
uddresses were delivered by Mayor Bigelow ani 
ov. Briggs, and unless appearances were ex- 

iremely deceptive, all had a very good time. 


ITEMS. 

Rev. W. A. Stearns bas declined the appoint- 
nent of Secretary of the American Education 
Society. It is stated in letters from Hanover, 
hat Rev. Prof. Hadduck, of Dartmouth College, 
s about to resign his connection with that insti 
ution for the purpose of accepting a diplomati: 
‘ppointment to some foreign court. I[t will be 
remembered that he is the nephew of the present 
Secretary of State. His scholarly accomplish- 
nents, and his gentlemanly qualities, fit him well 
for such a position. Dr. Lyman Beecher is sup- 
plying at Park-street in the absence of Rev. Mr. 
Stone. Morton. 
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THE APOSTOLIC DOCTRINE OF THE END OF 
THE WORLD. 


A venerable missionary on returning to his 
native land after a service of a third of a cen- 
\ury in a foreign field, expressed his surprise at 
the comparative lack of zeal in the cause of mis- 
sions among the churches at home, and attributed 
it to the fact that the church had so far lost sight 
of that which with the primitive Christians wa- 
the grand motive to action, viz.: a conviction o! 
he certainty and the nearness of the coming o! 
Christ. And indeed when we examine the New 
festament on that point, it is remarkable how 
requent are the allusions to the coming of 
Christ and the end of the world, as a motive to 
watchtulness and diligence. In very many pas- 
~ages of the Apostolic writings, the coming o! 
Christ, the destruction of his enemies, the glori- 
ying of his saints, the end of the world, the day 
1 judgment, are represente! as near, as at hand, 
1s liable to take place suddenly, and these decla- 
ations are brought to bear with the mighty pres- 
-ure of eternity upon present duties and respou- 
ibilities. Such announce:nents and appeals hav 
« powerlul isfluence on the primiuve Christians, 
who were led to look upon the resurrection of 
the dead and the general judgment as eveut- 
which would shortly come to pass. Some adopt- 
ed gross and sensuous views of the honors thai 
iwaited them at the coming of Christ, while 
thers, as the Thessalonian converts, were 
ioubled at the thought that the day of the Loru 
vas at hand. But the aitempt to fix from pro- 
p etic numbers the precise date of Christ’s cow- 
ag, and to make the definiteness of the time the 
basis of exhortations to repentance and watchful- 
ness has always been productive of evil, occa- 
-ioning fanatical excitements to be followed by 
ibe re€ction of indifference and scepticism. Stil 
he declarrations of the Scriptures, touching the 
searness of the end of all things, remain unre- 
pealed and unfulfilled ;—declarations fitted and 
lesigned to be a powerful incentive to holiness of 
life, Are then these declarations to have no prac- 
ical influence, because they have so often been. 
perverted? Shall the church never know their 
meaning nor feel their power? U:udoubtedly 
\hey have a meaning and a use. They are de- 
-igued to kindle, not the wild, consuming fires of 
fanaticism, but that holy fervor which purifies 
ihe heart and makes it heavenly. “The end of 
all things,” saith the Apostle, “is it at hand; be 
ye therefore sober and watch unto prayer.” 

Some would apply this declaration to the de- 
struction of Jerusalem, which took place shortly 
alter the epistles of Peter were writien ;—the end 
of the temple, the law, the Levitical priesthgod 
and the whole Jewish state is approaching. 
But this interpretation beggars the language oi 
the Apostle. It does not begin to fill his words: 
“The end of all thiigs is at hand.” He was 
writing to thése who would feel but little interest 
in the destructionof the Jewish economy except 
as they might rejoice in the overthrow of their 
enemies. His e was addressed to the 
strangers, or 4 ers, Christians—both Jew 
ind Gentile, who had been scattered through 
Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia and Bythinia, 
regions remote from Jerusalem the seat of war, 
and who would be but little affected, and rather 
iavorably affected than otherwise by the over- 
throw of the Jewish state. There was nothing 
in that event to demand of them special sobriety, 
watchfulness and prayer; nothing beyond the 
fitness of any divine judgment to produce awe 
in the beholder. These Christians dwelling in 
regions remote were in no personal danger from 
‘hat catastrophe, and therefore needed no exhor- 
‘ation to prepare for it. We cannot believe that 
‘he Apostie’s language is to be restricted to that 
event. 

By this end of all things he meant the disso- 
lution of this present constitation of things, 
which he so powerfully describes in the closing 
chapter, when “the heavens shall pass away 
vith a great noise, and the elements shall melt 
vith tervent heat, the earth also and the works 
hat are therein shall be burned up.” 

Was then the Apostle himself wholly unin 
ormed as to the time of the event to which he 
refers, and did he suppose that it was literally 
“at hand "—liable to take place in his own life- 
‘ime, or in the life-time of the generation to 
whom he wrote t This is the explanation resort- 
ul to by some to get rid of the seeming incon- 
cruity between his language and the facts. But 
though the Aposties did not know definitely the 
ime of Christ's second coming and of the great 
‘vents connected therewith—for it was not even 
or them * to know the times or the seasons which 

he Father hath pat in bis own power,” and “oi 
that day and hour knoweth no man, no, not the 
cngels of heaven, but the Father ”—while the 
\postles had no definite knowledge as to the 
ime of the end, there is yet evidence that they 

id not suppose it would take place literally iv 

heir own day. The Apostle Paul took pains to 
correct a misappretiension of the Thessalonian 
Christians on that very point. In his first epis- 
ve he had said that “the day of the Lord so 
cometh asa thief inthe night.” This announce- 
nent had startled his readers, and produced no 
ittle excitement in the church at Thessalonica. 
\ccordingly, in his second epistle he allays that 

xcitement, by informing them that a series of 
zreat and important events would take place 
nefore the coming of Christ, ‘ Now we beseech 
you, brethren, with respect to the coming of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, and our gathering togetber to 
him, that ye be not soon shaken in mind, or be 
troubled, neither by spirit, nor by word, nor by 
letter as from us, as that the day of Christ is at 
hand. Let no man deceive you by any means; 
for that day sball not come, except there come a 
falling away first, and that man of sin be re- 
vealed, the son of perdition.” Paul knew there- 
fore that a series of events should transpire be- 
fore the end of the world, which could not come 
to pass in a single generation. Peter must have 
known the same. And yet they spoke of that 
day as nearyas “at band.” . 

Did they then use such language to work up- 
on the credulity and fears of those whom they 
addressed? Such an idea has been thrown out 
hy some to account lor these expressions ; just as 
the same class of commentators would persuade 

















us that Christ himself took advantage of inno- 


cent popular superstitions for the sake of a mor- 
al impression. 

But a supposition so derogatory to the charac- 
ter of the Apostles is contradicted by the candor 
and honesty so apparent in all their writings and 
all their acts ; it is plainly contradicted by what 
we have just noted.of the anxiety of Paul to 
remove from the minds of the Thessalonians any 
erroneous impressions on the subject which they 
may have imbibed from a previous letter, and to 
counteract the influence of those who were seek- 
ing to produce an excitement about the speedy 
coming of Christ. We cannot for a moment 
tolerate euch an explanation. 

Since then neither ignorance nor duplicity can 
he accepted as the explanation of such language 
4s was common with the Apostles touching the 
end of the world, we must seek that explanation 

n some just, straight-forward meaning of their 
vords—which was true then and is true now. 
The following hints may heip us to a just in- 
‘erpretation : 

Such language is appropriate if we measure 
events on God's scale. The end of all things isat 
aand to Him who seeth the end from the begin- 
wing, and in whose sight a thousand years are 
hut as yesterday when it is past and as a watch 
in the night. And this is the measure which the 
Apostle Peter applies to these very predictions. 
“ Beloved, be not ignorant of this on2 thing, 
that one day is with the Lord as a thousand 
years and a thousand years as one day.” Meas- 
ured by the eye of omniscience, measured on the 
broad scale of eternity, these events, however 
remote to our vision, are near, are at the door. 

The flood when once predicted was near, was 
at hand, though “the patience of God endured 
with much long-sutfering while the ark was 
building.” The destruction of Sodom and Go- 
morrah was near from the day their doom was 
spoken. The destruction of Jerusalem was im- 
pending from that hour when the Son of God 
wept over it, and predicted that not one stone 
should remain upon another. And He who know- 
eth all things bath declared that the end of all 
things is at band. 

This language is also appropriate to the events 
referred to as the last in the series of events in this 
world. We are in the last dispensation. The 
primitive, patriarchal dispensation, and the pecu- 
liar dispensation of the Jews, have passed away. 

These are the last days, so often referred to by 
ihe prophets. And not only so, but we are in 
ihe last development of Christianity itself. The 
periods of preparation, of introduction, of expe- 
riment or adaptation have passed away—the 
period of diffusion and of triumph has come. 

These are the last days. The ends of the 
earth are coming together. Thought, influence, 
commerce, fly on swiftest wing, and kindreds, 
nations, languages, are flowing into one. Science, 
art, invention, discovery, are stimulated to the 
‘utmost to meet the demands of human progress. 
Everything betokens phe ushering in of the high- 
est era of the race. Everything moves under 
ihe pressure of the last grand crisis of the world’s 
history. 

Christianity is pushing every where her labors 
and her conquests. The Bible and the mission- 
ary are entering all lands, surmounting all bar- 
riers, subduing all enemies. 

And then what mean the commotions that 
agitate the earth? Europe shaken hy the tread 
of revolution ;—Rome the center of the struggle 
between liberty and despotism—the kings of the 
varth gathering to the battle of that great day of 
God Almighty; voices, and thunders and light- 
wings, and a great earthquake, such as was not 
since men were upon the earth—so mighty an 
earthquake and sogreat. What mean these por- 
tentous signs? Is not the Lord Jesus about to 
reveal himself in great power and glory? Be- 
hold he saith, “I come a-a thief. Blessed is he 
that watcheth, and kecpeth bis garments, lest he 
walk naked, and they see his shame.” 

Again, this language is appropriate in view of 
he fact that prophecy often has successive fulfill- 
ments, each of which forms an impressive type 
of the final consummation. Thus it was with 
respect to Christ. Much of the language of pro- 
phecy applied to him and his advent had a pri- 
mary reference to other individuals and events. 
Yet it was not applied to Curist by mere accom- 
modatiou : it had an ultim:'e reference to him, 
and in bim alone was its meaning exhausted. 

Take fora single illustration the 721 Psalm, 
that glorious description of the coming of the 
Messiah and his reign. Undoubtedly this was 
composed, as the title itself signifies. ‘n honor of 
Solomon, to celebrate the excellence aad glory 
of his reign. And yet its lofty strains found 
their full significance only in the person and 
kingdom of David’s greater Son. ‘He shall 
judge the poor of the people, he shall save the 
children of the needy; and shall break in pieces 
the oppressor. In his days shall the righteous 
flourish: and abundance,of peace so long as 
the moon endureth. He shall have dominion 
also from sea to sea, and from the river to the 
ends of the earth. All kings shall fall down be- 
fore him: all nations shall serve him. His 
name shall endure forever; his name shaii be 
continued as long as the sun; and men shall be 
blessed in him: all nations shall call him 
blessed.” 

In like manner predictions of the second com- 
ing of Christ, and of the destruction of his ene- 
mies, are having, as it were, a continual fulfill 
ment. The destruction of Jerusalem was a 
coming of Christianity in judgment, and was the 
end of a long series of providential dispensations 
toward the Jewish people. The fall of the Ro- 

nan empire, which had so bitterly persecated the 
saints, though it was afterward overspread by 
Christianity, was another signal appearance of 
Christ in his power and glory. So at the Refor- 
mation Christ appeared doing his own work of 
mingled judgment and mercy. 

And when at last Babylon shall fall, how 
bright will be the manifestation of the power 
and glory of the Son of Man. The grand con- 
summation is nearing, is at band. 

But that which renders this language at all 
times appropriate and impressive, is the fact that 
to each individual the end of all things is literally 
at hand. We are accustomed to speak, and 
rightly, of the day of judgment as continually 
inpending over us. The day of judgment, 
viewed as a grand assize when the intelligent 
aniverse shall be gathered before the throne 
of Jehovah to be judged according to their deeds, 
may be immeasurably distant in the future. Yet 
to each individual the decision o' that day and 
his consequent destiny for eternity are virtually 
at hand. His probation may be closed, his sen- 
tence may be pronounced at any moment. 

And as the event of death, so the winding up 
of all earthly affairs is hidden as to the time of 
it, but certain as to the fact. “ Everywhere in 
the Scriptores it is represented that,it will come 
atan unexpected hour as a thief in the night, 
and when the mass of men shall be slumbering 
in false security ;” and this to the end that we 
may be habitually prepared for it. Sobriety, 
watchfulness, earnestness, must be cherished by 
<uch a view of the appearing of the great God 
our Savior. [tis a view that ought to be cher- 
ished more deeply, heartily, and practically in 
the church. As the traveler among hostile ani 
treacherous Arab tribes lies waketully on his 
arms, by the side of his watchfire, ready against 
a surprise, so should the Christian, journeying 
where danger, disease, and death are ever prow- 
ling, always have his armor on, and ever sleep 
waking,—in a wary, watchful posture, never 
losing his consciousness, never unprepared for 
any summons. When the church shail feel the 
mighty pressure of Christ's coming, of a judg- 
ment near, and of an almost present eternity, 
then shall she rise to a degree of personal boli- 
acss, and of benevolent activity, that shall make 
her the light and the salvation of the earth. 


THE SACRED PRIVACY OF HOME, 


One of the most attractive features of a good 
home is its privacy. There conversation is con- 
ducted with the freedom of mutual confidence 
and affection; there the meal is divested of all 
formality and constraint, and made truly social ; 
there dress is unstudied as to its fashion or its 





material; there relaxation is indulged without 


. 


any consciousness of the conventionalities of 
society or the restraints of a cynical philosophy 
or an austere faith; there love is natural and 
free in ita every expression and its every act; 
there even worship is more simple and more heart- 
felt because unbiassed by a regard for form or 
observation ; and all this because there is through- 
out the family a community of interest such as 
cannot exist among a company of individuals 
not bound together by family ties. The pres- 
ence of a stranger imposes more or less of re- 
straint, and even the most familiar friend is at 
times a check upon the openness and hilarity of 
the family cirele. It is the beauty of the family 
that while it gratifies the social instincts of our 
nature, it preserves to us that privacy which we 
crave in proportion to our social cultivation ; for 
the most loving heart would share its intimacies 
with but few, and those, if possible, evermore 
the same. The tenants of hotels and boarding- 
houses may live peaceably and comfortably to- 
gether, and may even contract a sort of intimacy 
and an affection for each other; but they cannot 
welcome every new comer to their confidence, 
nor can they grasp each other with the warmth 
and vigor of a natural and a permanent love. 
They have not the free range of the house, but 
must retreat to their several chambers for the 
confidential exchanges of the heart; at the com- 
mon table and in the common parlor, dress, man- 
ners and conversation are all under inspection ; 
and the instinctive withdrawing of families to 
their own apartments for the closer communion 
of heart with heart, indicates that compound 
want of our nature which may perhaps be ex- 
pressed by the term social privacy. For the 
sake of country-air or sea breezes, one can tole- 
rate for a season the mixed company of a board- 
ing-house away from home; he may find advan- 
tages in the temporary commingling of families 
under one roof; he may form agreeable acquain- 
tances and friendships that shall prove perma- 
nent; he may Jearn some valuable lessons of 
human nature and human life; but he will often 
yearn for the sacred privacy of home—a home 
conscious of no restraint but that of native deli- 
cacy and refined Christian feeling. Honored and 
cherished be the privacy of home; there let the 
man becomea boy again, and the dignified states- 
man and the grave divine without scandal par- 
ticipate in the sports of childhood, down upon 
all-fours at a game of marbies, or off coat for a 
game of ball; there let the notes of love and 
glee ring out as nature prompts them, without 
affectation and without prudisbness, 

It is the calamity of the poor in great cities 
that they cannot enjoy the seclusion of a home, 
but must occupy a mere place in a crowded tene- 
ment and perhaps in a crowded apartment. The 
same evil in kind, though from other causes, is 
experienced by the earlier emigrants to a new 
country, who have often but a single apartment 
for all purposes and for all belonging to the com- 
pany. This promiscuous herding of men, wo- 


unfavorable to social and moral cultivation. 
The family institution with its combined adyan- 
tages of seclusion and society is the institution 
which God has appointed for the best develop- 
ment of man. The more we study this economy 
the more we admire the wisdom and benevolence 
of its Autbor. “He setteth the solitary’—not 
in phalanzes—but “in families.” 
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DR. MALL'S COMMUNICATION. 


We offered to our friend the Rev. Dr. Hall of 
Norwalk, the opportunity of explaining in The 
Independent, an incorrectness which we had 
pointed out in a cerlain statement of his, as re- 
ported in the accouut of the late meeting of the 
General Association of Connecticut. The state- 
ment was this, taking the identical words as we 
find them in the N. Y. Evangelist : 

“And to throw contempt upon all attempts to 
bring Dr. Bushnell to account, and to ridicule 
the disposition manifested to rid the churches of 
the responsibility of shielding and endorsing 
gross and fundamental errors, the paper in ques- 


well represented by the well-known description 
of Hudibras: 
* He was in logic a great critic, 

Profoundly skilled in analytic ; 

He could distinguish and divide 

A hair 'tween South and South-west side, 

On eitier which he would dispute, 

Confute, change hands, and still confute. ” 

In regard to this statement imputed to Dr. 
Hall not by our reporter exclusively, nor by him 
first, we said, June 27,) 

“This is quite wide of the mark. After al- 
luding to the contradictory statements of the 
several reviewers of Dr. Bushnell as to the or- 
thodox doctrine on the several points at issue 
with his book, we said, ‘If we suppose Ortho- 
doxy to be personified in each and all of these re- 
viewers, with their mutual contradictions upon 
vital questions, then it may be represented by the 
description of Hadibras. No allusion was made 
to Connecticut Orthodoxy, but only to that jum- 
ble of assertions and definitions of orthodoxy 
paraded by C.C. in parallel columns. We can 
hardly believe Dr. Hall capat-le of such misre- 
presention—the reporters must have misunder- 
stood him.’” 

Thus we suggested in Dr. Hall's favor the 
supposition that the reporters were mistaken. 
But a week afterwards, our reporter having in- 
sisted upon the correctness of his statement, we 
suggested another hypothesis, which was that 
our friend had in some way misunderstood us ; 
and in that connection we said, “Our columns 
are open to any explanation which the respected 
brother may have to offer.” 

The “ explanation” then, for which we offered 
our columns to Dr. Hall, was not an explanation 
of matters and things in general; not an expla- 
nation of the whole course of proceedings in 
the Fairfield West Association; nor an explana- 
tion of all that Dr. H. himself has said and done 
about Dr. Bushne'l; but only an explanation on 
the particular point which we bave now stated. 
Such an explanation might have been presented 
in @ narrow compass. Dr. H. might have told 
us that he was misunderstood by the reporters, 
and might have added his own representation of 
what he did say, or of what he intended to say, 
on the pont in question. Or he might have 
told us that in the excitement of extempuraneous 
speaking, he had fallen into some inaccuracy of 
expression. Or he might have attempted to 
show that our language in the article from 
which he mauve his citations, did fairly admit the 
construction which he was understood to have 
put upon it. For any such explanation, simple, 
direct, and unencumbered with other issues, the 
sixteenth part of the space which our friend has 
heen permitted to occupy on the outside of this 
sheet, would have been amply sufficient. In- 
stead of accepting our offer, Dr. Hail sends 
us such a missive that the publication of it re- 
quires on our part the greatest confidence in the 
good nature of our readers. We hope they 
will excuse us for giving them a sheet in 
which an individual whom we greatly respect, 
and for whom we entertain the kindest feelings, 
is permitted to occupy more than the fourth part 
of the entire space, exclusive of advertisements, 
with matters chiefly interesting to himself. 
Our unwillingness to disoblige one whom we 
esteem so highly, bas induced us to throw our- 
selves upon their kindnes , and to surrender to 
him for his exclusive use nine columns of this 
large folio. 

The “explanation” which we invited Dr. Hall 
to make, constitutes so small a portion of his 
voluminous epistle, that we wiil waive the con- 
sideration of it at this point, and will remark 
upon it only as it may come under notice in re- 
viewing the document as a whole. Not to be 
outdone by our brother, on this occasion, in re- 
spect to clearness of method, we will state here, 
that we propose to consider first the accusations 
which he says we bave preferred against him, 
and how far he has defended himself against 
those charges; secondly the charges which he 
brings against The Independent and its editors ; 
thirdly hie exposition of the answer given by 
the ral Association of Connecticut to the 
beget hn Fairfield West ; and fourthly his 
theory of Congregationalism. _ 2 

The third and fourth of these topics our limits 
will not permit us to: discuss in this number. 
We indicate them to our readers as topics on 
which they may hear from us, more at our leisure. 
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I. The charges which Dr. Hall thinks we 
have preferred against him, as they are set down 
in the first sentence of his commrnication, are 
four in number. 

1. He says that we “have by implication held 
[him] up to the public as guiliy of disorderly 
and impertinent conduct before the General As- 
sociation.” We have made no such charge; net 
even by implication. To say that “some of th® 
brethren deemed it neither disorderly nor imper- 
tinent” to introduce a certain topic into a discus- 
sion, does not imply by any natural or fair con- 
struction that those brethren, or any of them, 
were guilty of disorderly or impertinent con- 
duct. In the technica] and offensive sense of 
the words, it might have been “neither disor- 
derly nor impertinent” if some brother had re- 
hearsed in the hearing of the General Associa- 
tion a private conversation between himself an4 
one of us, or had told some story about us 
which he had picked up in the streets. And if 
we should afterwards say of that brother that 


nent to introduce such matters into the debate, 
we doubt whether we could be required to sus- 
tain or to retract any charges against him. 

2. Dr. Hall says that we have charged him 
with turning aside from the grave matters actu- 
ally under debate and discussing The Independent 
under pretense of discuseing something else. 
Very well,—If the statement that certain breth- 
ren “discussed The Independent under pretense 
of discussing something else,” and ‘ turned aside 
from the subject in debate to discuss the ut- 
terances of The Independent,’ —is a charge against 
Dr. Hall, we are responsible for such a charge. 
If it be asked on what grounds we made the 
charge, we refer to the testimony of our own re- 
porter, who said, in his summary of the debate, 
“Dr. Hall then read and commented severely on 
the article in The Independent in review of the 
pamphlet of C.C.”. This was the testimony to 
which we referred at the moment of penning the 
statement which Dr. Hall complains of—the tes- 
timony of a brother in whom we have as much 
confidence as in Dr. Hall himself. If more proof 
is demanded, we refer to the more extended re- 
port of the same speech in the New York Evan- 
gelist—a report which as it was written down at 
the moment by an excellent reporter, is much 
more likely to give a just account of the actual 
force and impression of an unwritten speech, 
than a report, however well intended, which pro- 
fesses to’ have been made out a month afterwards, 
by the speaker himself, for the very purpose of 
helping his own case. If any additional proof 
be demanded, we refer to Dr. Hall’s own report 
of his own speech, which now lies before the 
reader. Dr. Hall himself confirms the testimony 
of both reporters, and makes it plain that he did 
turn aside from the matters actually in debate to 
discuss the utterancesof The Independent. Nay. 
to make assurance doubly sure, he tells us— 
(what otherwise we might not have known) that 
he was gently recalled by the Moderator to the 
| point from which he had wandered in his zeal to 
discuss a poor newspaper. 

3. Another “charge” against which Dr. Hall 
thinks it important to defend himself, is stated 
by bim as follows: “Citing your review of U.C 
(published before the action of Hartford Central) 
in proof of a matter alleged to be in consequence 
of that action.”. What he means by this state- 
ment we ascertain by reverting to our Number 
for June 27, where we said that according to the 
hest information we had been able to get, “ he 
[Dr. H] represented The Independent as declar- 
ing Dr. Bushnell beyond the reach of ecclesias- 
tical discipline from without, in consequence of 
the action of the Hartford Central Association, and 
in proof of this cited the review of C.C. in our 
columns.” To this charge in common with the 
others, our friend pleads, “Not guilty.” But 
having entered his plea, he takes no farther no- 
tice of this particular, so far as we can discover, 
in all the nine columns of his communication 
Doubtless then he expects us to take his plea of 
|“ Not guilty” as his solemn call for evidence 
that he cited the review of the “Contributions 
of C.C.” to prove that we had represented Dr. 
Bushnell to be, in consequence of the action o! 
the Association of Hartford Central, beyond the 
reach of ecclesiastical discipline. Our proof 
then of that allegation is in the Evangelist's re- 
port of his speech. “And out came The Inde- 
pendent with a flourish of trumpets that the As- 
sociation had tried Dr. Bushnell for heresy, and 
acquitted him, and now he is as good as the best 
of you. Nay better—more orthodox, and, en- 
trenched in an excusing Association and an ad- 
hering church, he is utterly beyond your reach. 
‘Dr. Bushnell is well fortified from any ecclesi- 
astica! discipline from without.” “They [the 
Hartford Central Association] took up the case 
thus brought by common fame to their cogni- 
zance, deliberated upon it, and decided it—and 
decided finally.” 

We cannot doubt that this is a perfectly fair 
representation of Dr. Hall’s speech on the point 
in question ; and our confidence in the reporter 
is increased by observing that Dr. Hall’s own 
report of his own speech produces upon the 
reader no impression different from that which 
the speech as spoken produced upon the 
mind of the intelligent and practiced reporter. 
Dr. Hall, as he reports himself, was showing— 
what? That the decision of Hartford Centra! 
Association was final. For this purpose he cited 
The Independent as “ declaring that Dr. B. was 
now exonerated from the imputation of heresy,” 
&c.; and then he added, “ The Independent took 
{not had taken, but took] ground even beyond 
this; viz.: that orthodoxy has no standard,” 
&c. In that connection it was that he intro- 
duced the citation from our notice of the “Con 
tributions of C.C.” Would any reader guess 
without help that Dr. Hall did not intend to have 
that quotation understood, or did not himself un- 
derstand it as bearing on the point which he was 
trying to establish *—viz : that in consequence 
of the action of the Hartford Central Associa- 
tion, there remained no method of proceeding 
save that which was adopted by Fairfield West. 

4. The last of these charges, or supposed 
charges, is a charge of misrepresentation. Our 
language was, “ Dr. Hall is also reported to have 
said that The Independent compared the orthodoxy 
of Connecticut to the well-known description ot 
Hudibras. This again is quite wide of the 
mark.” “No allusion was made to Connecticut 
orthodoxy, but only to that jumble of assertions 
and definitions of orthodoxy, paraded by CC. in 
parallel columns. We can hardly believe Dr. 
Hall capable of such misrepresentation—the 
reporter must have misunderstood him.” After- 
ward, when our reporter had insisted on the cor- 
rectness of the report, we published another 
apology for the injurious representation which 
our brother had made concerning us. Speaking 
of his “ misstatement” we said, “ Such is our con- 
fidence in the candor and probity of Dr. H., that 
we cannot yet persuade ourselves that he in- 
tended to misrepresent us.” This, it will be 
remembered, is the point on which Dr. H. was 
invited to offer an explanation. Our readers 
therefore will bear with us if we take a little 
lime to pick out and examine the explanation. 
which he has offered under the form of a defense 
against a charge. 

(1) Dr. Hall, in his note of July 4 (published 
July 11), “ You have published that concern- 
ing me whi@® I regard as unjust and calumnious.” 
“The caption itself [‘ Rev. Dr. Hall's Misstate- 
ment’) I regard as an injury, and as altogether 
unwarrantable.” In his communication this day 
published, he says, in reference to the same 
point, that we “blazon [bis] name with a 
of untruth.” We must say that our 
sensibility seems to us a little exces 
violence of his language is quite unc 
We have uttered nothing on this point whi 
dispassionate man can cal! unjust or calumnious, 
—nothing which if proved in manner and fo 
can be an “injury” or damage to any man who 
does not claim the honors of infallibility. We 
haye not “blazoned his name with a eharge of 
untruth ;” we have not implied the faintest in- 
sinuation against his veracity. The word “ Mis- 
statement”— which he resents so indignantly— 
was carefully selected (not without consulting 
the dictionary) for the very reason that it implies 





he had thought it neither disorderly nor imperti- | 


no offensive imputation. Our respected brother 
will permit us to suggest in all kindness that 
Keep Ccox” is a good maxim for hot weather. 

(2) The question on the point now before us 
is simply a question of fact. Did Dr. H. charge 
us with caricaturing Connecticut orthodoxy ? 
Did he represent us as iaving compared the 
orth y of Connecticut to the well known de 
scription in Hudibras? Tet him show us that 
he did not make such a representation ; let him 
even affirm that he did not intend so to represen! 
us; und we are satisfied. But if he did so repre 
sent us, then we join issue, and say that the 
representation was—what ?—a calumny *—a lie! 
—a malicious and wicked thing !—no, but—s 
misstatement of our obvious meaning. 

How does Dr. Hall meet this question of fact’ 
He denies having said that we compared Connec- 
ticut orthodoxy with the description in Hudibras ; 
but he admits having said that we did thus cari- 
catare “the condition of orthodoxy” in general, 
which, as he justly argues, includes of course the 
condition of orthoduxy in Connecticut. At this 
point then he and the reporters are agreed, and 
we are thus far vindicated. He di@represent u- 
as having likened not only Connecticut ortho- 
doxy, but all orthodoxy to the description in 
Hudibras; and he insists that his representation 
is correct. 

Here issue is joined. We say Dr. Hall has 
misrepresented the scope and meaning of the ar- 
ticle in question ; and that we may unequivocally 
absolve him of all the malicious or wicked in- 
tention which he thinks we have heretofore im- 
puted to him, we say that he has heedlessly and 
blunderingly misrepresented us. He represent: 
us as having taken this ground, “ viz : that ortho- 
doxy itse!f has no standards by which any doc- 
trines on these subjects can be adjudged hereti- 
cal.” He says that ‘as if to pour contempt upo. 
the very idea of bringing Dr. B. to trial, in the 
absolute want of any standard of orthodoxy ; as 
if to ridicule the disposition manifested to rid the 
churches of the responsibility of shielding and 
endorsing fundamental errors, The Independent 
proceeds to compare the condition of Orthovoxy 
to the description of Hudibras.” Now let the 
reader examine the article which we have re- 
printed at Dr. Hall’s somewhat imperious demand 
—nay, let him examine if he pleases no more than 
those particular selections which Dr. H. bas incor- 
porated with his speech—and judge whether oui 
brother bas not misrepresented us. His whole 
representation rests upon an assumption perfectly 
natural to one in his state of mind, but perfectly 
unauthorized ; viz: that Dr. Bushnell’s review- 
ers and assailants are not only orthodox, but 
“orthodoxy itself ;” and that if their discordant 
censures are not a standard, there is no standare 
anywhere. What we smiled at in penning that 
article, was not “the condition of orthodoxy ; 
not “the absolute want of any standard;” not 
the impossibility of ascertaining by any method 
of inquiry who are, and who are not, heretical! ; 
but this very assumption—the assumption that 
opposition to Dr. Bushnell is orthodoxy. Dr 
Hall is quite right in one statement ;—our allu- 
sion, in the entire notice of the pamphlet before 
us, was “to orthodoxy as personified in each and 
all of these reviewers.” The idea that orthodoxy 
is in fact personified in each of those discordant 
reviewers, or in all of them together,—is ludi- 
crous ; and with or without Dr. Hall's permis- 
sion, we must smile at it wherever we find it 
assumed as a first principle. Our brother thinks 
lo overawe us with the names of the reviewers, 
forgetting that the reviews are all save one 
anonymous. “Dr. Hodge, Prof. Goodrich, Di 
Pond, Dr. E. Beecher and his coadjutors’—these 
are doubtless great names, and we hold them is 
due reverence ; but we did not think it would be 
for our souls’ health, or for the health of the 
churches, to be overawed even by such names a~ 
these, when the question is, What is orthodoxy ? 
We do deny that these men are ihe standard 
And as for our impeaching them unless we accept 
them as a standard, there is no need of it; they 
have sufficiently impeached each other. Nay 
who is there of those eminent fathers and breth 
ren, if Dr. Hodge be excepied—or even without 
that exceplion—whose orthodoxy, as compared 
with the standards of the Reformation, has not a 
one time or another been called in question, by 
men professing to hold a higher and purer ortho 
doxy t We respect those New England theolo 
gians, Drs. Goodrich, Pond, and E. Beecher, none 
the less for knowing that Dr, Hodge regard- 
them as holding serious errors on the moment- 
ous doctrines of depravity, atonement, regen. ra 
tion, and even on the doctrine of the Trinity ; 
nor do we respect Dr. Hodge any the less fo: 
knowing that these New England divines in re- 
turn have almost is bad an opinion of his errors 
as he has of theirs. Just so we think none the 
less respectfully of Dr. Bushnell for the fact that 
all these great and good men have written arti- 
cles or pamphlets against him. The question 
whether he has denied the Lord that bought him 


nounces him Anathema Maranatha—must be 
tried by a very different standard. 
has its standards ; it were well for our theology 


Orthodoxy 


were more diligently regarded and more exactly 
understood. 


Dr. Hall supposes us to have preferred agains! 
him, The suggestions we bave made wil! enable 
our readers to appreciate the matter and the 
manner of his defense. We now proceed to 
another topic, viz : 


If. Dr. Hall's charges against The Independent 
In dealing with these we shall try to avoid the 
prolixity into which our brother bas fallen in hi- 
“vindication and defense.” And in truth we are 
more desirous that our readers should take notice 
of the charges than that they should be troubled 
with any extended vindication which we might 
offer. 

1. Dr. Hall, in the introductory section of his 
epistle, charges us explicitly with having done 
what is disorderly and impertinent. He says we 
have assailed the Moderator of the General As- 
sociation as having willingly suffered disorder 
and impertinence in the debates of that body 
He says we have virtually impeached the Gen- 
eral Association itself. And he calls on us “to 
make for this rashness and impropriety—not to 
say misrepresentation and injustice—some ade- 
quate and honorable amends.” Really, this is 
the first time that we have ever been told that it 
is disorderly or impertinent,i n this free country 
for a newspaper to discuss the debates and pro- 
ceedings of a public meeting—a meeting which 
would soon lose much of its importance if the 
newspapers should enter into a conspiracy to let 
it alone. 
to thank him for permitting The Independent to 
he advertised there. 
make on that subject. Our language was from 
the heart. We have nothing to lose and much to 
gain by being commended to public attention in 
the presence of such assemblies. But from Ds 
H.'s report we learn that we are under a farther 
obligation to the Moderator. He not only per- 
mitted The Independent to be named in debate a= 


which perhaps he could not well hinder—but 
when Dr. Hall had wandered very far from the 
business in hand, he gently re-called him from 
the unprofitable digression. If we had been 
there we should have been ready to second Dr. 
Bushnell’s motion. 

2 Dr. H. in bis speech as reported by himself, 
charges us not only with that which we have 
already discussed, but also with having said 








4} with a flourish of trumpets,” that Dr. Bushnel! 


rated from the imputation of 
Rexulting that there was no ap- 


us with having pub-| 


cation froma Country Pastor, 

everest irony the idea that 

inable orthodoxy on these 

I doetring’ of Christianity.” Again 

he charges us with having intimated “that there 
was cause for such a discussion as that of Dr. 
B. from the state of orthadoxy in New England.” 
Now as for the “ flourish of trumpets,” we utter- 
ly deny it. As for the exultation, we utterly 
deny that. As for the communication from a 


—the question whether the Holy Spirit pro | 


and well for our churches, if those standard- | 


We have now done with the charges which | 


All we said about the Moderator was | 


We had no complaint to | 


a journal of great influence and importance— | 


misrepresents its purport :—the irony of tha’ 
communication touches only the idea that the 
reviews of Dr. Bushnell give us a standard oi 
orthodoxy, As for the intimation which he im 
putes to us we cannot remember it, but we do con 


book we have been surprised to find that a doctrine 
of the Trinity very unlike the doctrine set fort! 
in the ancient and catholic standards is exten- 
sively held in New England; and we have be- 
come convinced that a new discussion of the 
subject was needed. 

3. In his “concluding statements and argu 
rents,” Dr. H. charges us with having inserte: 
another communication in which jt jis asserted 
that the great truths of the Gospel are all in Dr 
Bushnell's scheme; and with great iteration, anc 
no small force of asseveration, he charges ur 
generally with having been the apologists anc 
defenders of Dr. Bushnell. To all the matter oj 
this kind we make no other reply at present thay 
by saying that Dr. Hall misrepresents us. Un 
doubtedly our ideas of what is essential to Chris- 
tian doctrine, of what freedom in respect t 
thought and discussion may be allowed among 
those who recognize each other as disciples oi 
Christ, and of what measures and methods are 
most likely to promote the defense and conserva 
tion of the truth as it is in Jesus,—are very dil 
ferent from those entertained by Dr. Hall and his 
associates in the attempt to anathematize Dr 
Bushnell, We act according to our light; they 
act according to theirs: and we and they alike 
must give account at the judgment-seat of Christ 

4. Dr. Hall ingenuously expresses his regre' 
that in referring to The Independent he spoke o! 
the senior editor as the author of the articles fron 
which he quoted, and said “Hear Dr, Bacon.’ 
But his goodness is more transient than the morn. 
ing cloud and the early dew, for without stop 
ping to take breath, he adds that the “ The Inde 
pendent is the last of all creatures that hav: 
a right to complain of mentioning people by 
name.” 
tion conveyed in those words is true; but for al! 
that it is false, and he has no good excuse for 
believing it. The simple fact is that The Inde 
pendent is scrupulous in this respect, far beyond 
what has heretofore been the prevalent custom 
f other religious journals in this country. Eve: 
he widely reported names of Dr. Bushnell’s 
\nonymous reviewers, have never been men 
tioned in our columns till this day, when Dr 
Hall has forced them in against our rule. 

We will not pursue this branch of the subject 
any farther. Our readers have already seen tha’ 
if we were half as sensitive in respect to “ char- 
zes” as Dr. H. is, and if we should begin to im- 
itate his method of “defense,” our vindication 
would soon extend itself throagh more than twice 
as many columns as his has been permitted to 
occupy. 


CLOSING CHURCHES. 


According to custom several churches, chiefly 
in the upper part of the city, are now closed for 
(he summer, some for the purpose of necessary 
epairs, and others because the stated congrega- 
ions have been so much reduced by the deser- 
ion of city for country, which health and fashion 
like dictate at this season of the year. Pasters, 
vho are denied the stated rest of the Sabbath 
seed recreation, such as can be obtained only by 
vithdrawing awhile from the scene of their re- 
<ponsibilities, and diverting their minds with 
ther scenes and occupations, and the fittest time 
for taking that recreation seems to be during the 
reign of the dog-star, when in consequence of a 
heated and impure atmosphere but little intellec- 
ual or pastoral labor can be accomplished, an 
vhen their congregations are scattered and 
liminished from the same cause. But it is un- 
fortanate that so many of the city pastors are 
ibsent at the same time, and that so many 
hurches are simultaneously closed, There are, 
{ter all, many in every congregation who do not 
tind it convenient to leave the city for the sum 
mer,-—enough to constitute on any Sabbath of 
the season quite a respectable assembly of wor- 
shipers. Thesewhould not be denied the privi- 
ege of public worship, nor left to wander about 
in quest of an open church. Public worship 
should be oben, either in one of several con- 
tiguous churches for the cominon benefit, or al- 
ternately in two or three churches of a neigh- 
borhood, or in the lecture-room of each church, 
or which is still better,an arrangement should be 





made to have each church opened as usual on 
the Sabbath, and the pulpit supplied in the best 
manner by ministers from abroad, whose services 
may ordinarily be procured by a little fore 
thought. The Church of the Puritans which 
was closed for several weeks last summer, is to 
be kept open during the whole month of August 
and the pulpit supplied by Rev. Drs. Hawes, Os- 
| good, Shepard and others, whose labors cannot 
fail to be both acceptable and useful. Such an 
irrangement allows the pastor to be absent with 
the least possible detriment or solicitude. It 
is important not only for the remnant of the 
congregation remaining in the city but also for 
| strangers, with whom even in midsummer our 





| hotels are filled, and who need the beneficial 
| influence of public worship and the preaching 
|of the Gospel. The next best arrangement to 
| this of supplying each pulpit independently and 
in the best manner, is that of a union of several 
churches in the same neighborhood to sustain 
public religious services in one house of wor- 
ship. Such a union, especially if it be of Chris- 
tians of different denominations, may promote 
brotherly aflection, while it gives the interest of 
numbers to the services of the house of God. 
But whatever is done, the city, or even any sec- 
tion of it, should not be deprived of the usual 
privileges of the Sabbath during one or two 
months of the year. 


GENERAL ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK. 


This body holds its next meeting at Paris Hil) 
Oneida Co., on Wednesday, August 2Ist, at 10 
o'clock, A.M. The access to Paris Hill is so di- 
rect and easy, by plank road from Utica, and the 
| place itself is so central, that it is hoped there 
| will be a full attendance, both of members and 
| other brethren, to make it an occasion of high 
| interest and advantage. 
| We take the liberty, on our own account as 
| well as for the credit of the General Association, 
| to beg and entreat the several registers oF clerks 
| of associations to furnish, and the delegates to 
| bring, completed schedules of the ministers and 
churches connected with their several bodies 
| The project of a Congregational Almanac for 
| 1850 was defeated by the single circumstance 
| that the returns for New York were not publish- 
| ed till nine months after the meeting of the Gen- 
eral Association, and for no other reason only 
that the retarns were not made. It is very little 
labor to make these returns correctly and season- 
ably, if each one will do his part ; but every one 
who neglects his own returns ought to be told 
| and made to feel that he unjustly and unkindly 
binders and embarrasses all the rest. 

heen 


APPLIC TIVE PROVIDENCE, 





| Weare sad to learn—through a neighbor, that 
| the family of Rev. Dr. Baird have suffered a sud- 
| den and painful bereavement by the drowning of 
jone of his sons. Tne event took place at Yon- 
| kers, where he resides, on Tuesday evening 
The young man was bathing, with his uncle and 
j another gentleman. The other gentlemen had 
left the water and were dressing, when they 
, heard a shriek and saw young Baird leap up from 
the water, and immediately sunk to Nse no more, 
| His body had not been found at our last advices. 
| Toe sympathies of many hundreds of Christian 
friends, in this and other lands, will be with our re- 
spected brother under this painful trial. It was 
his first-born son, Robert, aged 26, a young man 
of solid worth, a clerk in the Atlantic Insurance 
Company, Merchants’ Exchange, 


DR. HALL’S LETTER. 


Dr. Hall’s long communication was nearly al] 
in type in season for our last week’s paper, but 
the visitation of death in one of our families pre- 
cluded us from giving it proper attention at that 





Country Pastor, Dr. Hall misunderstands and 


fess that since the publication of Dr. Bushnell’: 


Doubtless he believes that the insinua- 


EET ern ———~ 


50), 
‘ime. Our subscribers in the West must make 
«s an allowance for giving them this week 80 
much of one thing, and that so local. 


EAST WINDSOR SEMINARY, 


The anniversary of the Theological Institute 
East Windsor Hill, occurred during the past Week 
in the exercises of which all who attended Were 
evidently gratified. ~ 

The examination took place on Monday and 
Tuesday. Ot this 1am able to speak from pep 
sonal observation, as I was favored with the . 
portunity of being present. The Sashion ana 
rule in that quiet and retired schoo! of the P ad ; 
‘ts is patient and laborious study, as was shee. 
lantly evinced’ by the familiar and ready yoy), 
edge of the young men in the AP prog tate 
»ranches of science to which their attention had 
reen directed. . 

Tuesday evening a sermon Was preache: hy. 
fore the Alumni, by Rev. Francis Williams, of 
Eastford, Conn—an effective discourse, founded 
m Acts, 18.10: “For! have much peop 

bis city.” 

Wednesday evening Dr. Caruthers of Portlana 
Me.delivered the annual address before the s, we 
f Inquiry—an elaborated and eloquent perform. 
ince, well stored with sentiment savory to 
pious heart, and well adapted to move you); 
ninisters and all who have the minisiry in yiog 
oO strive earnestly to possess the 7) ue Qual fig. 
ions for this responsible office, TJ 


Op- 


in 


e 


ew 


Cuxton Avenve, Brooxtry—This js one of 
the most beautiful streets of which cither New York 
or Brooklyn can boast. The lots ar: large varying 
from 50 to 100 feet front and rear, and 200 fect is 
lepth. Persons of taste and wealth have bee» oy 
tracted by its beauty, and few lots remain vacant 
[here is scarcely a single building that is not iy » 7 
taste. More than two years ago a number of ahahi 
ints of this Vicinity associated in forming a Comm 
gational society, with a neat little edifice for worn. 
lhe organization of a church followed, and the se: 
tlement of their present pastor, Rey, Dr. Lans ng. It 
was discovered, about the first of May last, that the 
place would be altogether too strait for the congrega. 
tion, and they were under the necessity of enlarging 
his enlargement is now « ompleted, and we are happy 
to learn gives promise of conven 
beyond what was anticipated 


lence and comfort 
A'‘arge room, finished 
with genuine simplicity, and very neaily furnished, to 
accommodate between four and five hundre 


, ; d persons 
will be occupied by the congregation on vhe next 
Lord’s day. But little has been expended on ariisti; 
display, and yet, we venture to say, that few w 

enter the place who will not be ready to exclaim— 
How inviting! How well adapted to the worship of 
Him who was meek and lowly, and gave |ims: 
ransom for our race! 


a | 
Appropriate exercises wil! be 
had in this church on the next Sabbath, the partice 
lars of which may be seen in a notice in another 
column.— Com. 
suthinninesninninighithiaiandtingsitesn 
RELIGIOUS INTELLIGENCE. 

Home Missions —The Home Missionary for Au 
gust opens with an earnest appeal for more laborers 
for California. “ Whatever enterprises to that land 
have been overdone, this has not.” A missionary on 
the ground describes his disappointment at the non 
arrival of two fellow-laborers whom he expected by 


the April steamer. He points out numerous field 


different parts of the State, where churches migti be 
gathered, many of which would at once give a pastor 
his support. He even recommends itinerating am bg 


the miners, to preach from Sabbath to Sabbath, : 


such bodies of men as he can gather. He adds 


“It is true that there are ministers enough for this 
country, regularly ordained, to supply for some time to 
come the incrensing demand for ministerial lalx 
they would unly come forth and enter upon the duties 
uf their calling. But their services are not to be ! 
—nay, they are not to be found; hidden away in the 
exfions of the mountains in search of gold, toiling 
with the pickaxe and rocker six days in the week, | 
preach occasionally on the seventh to their fellows 
upon the vanity and insecurity of earthly riches 
[t would surprise you to know the number ot them 1 
the mines, and some of therm men of fine abilires 
[ learn occasionally of them, through those who srray 
down from the mines into this valley! I sent » press 
ing letter to one the other day, of whom I bad re- 
cently heard, to come down and attend a meeting of 
Presbytery. 1 hope he will be here, for he is a man 
of some power as well as of experience in the minis- 
try, but my expectations are not very strong. 

In Iowa, Rev. A. Wright, of Anamosa, describes 
the effect of Californian emigration. He estimates 
that 1000 wagons have passed that place on their 
way, via Council Bluffs. All kinds of supplies are 
made scare and dear, and much distress is caused 
among the poor. He says: 


“Tt is quite unusual for Californians to regard the 
Sabbath. One company from Beloit (Wisconsi: 
spent a Sabbath in this place; among this company 
was a Methodist preacher and some professing Chris 
tians of different names. The preacher held fort! 
us on the Sabbath. The singularity, together w 
the curiosity of a preacher bound for the gold dig 
gings, stopping to preach, procured for him 
house. On Monday morning, this company orgut 
ized under certain laws and chose their preacher for 
their captain. I woul. think their selection jad ‘ 
—and that under such a captain they would be 
to serve the Lord on their route. They had pro 
ceeded but about twenty miles from this piace 
one of their number, a young physician, was pro* 
trated by disease and carried back to his fathers 
house a lifeless corpse.” 


when 


Another letter illustrates the unhappy division of 
the people into sects. It were worth while, if poss 
ble, to try the experiment in somé of those places 
establishing a church that is purely independ nr, ' 
catholic enough in regard to non-essentials to * 

the reasonable confidence of every actual believer 
the town. Why not? 


“Imagine a village of a thousand inhabitants 
half of whom take little or no interest in r 
subjects ; the other portion divided between | 
Baptists and Ironside Baptists ; Cumber 
School, New School, and Associate Reformed ! 
byterians ; Episcopal and Wesleyan Mer! 
Campbellites and New Lights; Congrege' 
Episcopalians, Mormons, Catholics and | 
Fifteen denominations, you see, in all, Few 
have regular preaching, and nearly all o 
but all are striving for the ascendancy and to roo 
others out, with such hostility and bitterness as 18 
seldom seen, and would appear out of p/4 
cal partizans. At the East, you can hav , 
of the extent to which jealousy, ev! sarmising anc 
slander prevail among an ignorant and prejudiced 
people. Too poor to pur hase books and periodic 
unable to read them and incapable of appreciating 
the knowledge they contain, yet wakefal, restless, and 
ambitious; the community here are just as eager | 
hear or tell some new thing as were the Athenians 
old. Hence, gossip, rumors, and reports are « 
with eagerness, told again and enlarged, and how: 
absurd, believed by some.” 


The writer says. 


n politi- 
lithe idea 











| From a letter on a subsequent page, by Rev | 
Lane, of Keosangna, it would seem that the expe 
ment has already been tried, and with full » 

He says: 

“A church in the West, hastily gathered end 
posed of some New School Presbyterians, som 
School Presbyterians, some Cumberland | 
rians, some Baptists, rome Congreg #tionalis! 
Methodists, some Lutherans, 6me Scotch I’'r 
rians. &c., is a very different thing from a ct 
the older States composed of more homogen: 
terials. At first there is a want of uniy 
feelings both in the particular church to w! 
belong, and in the body of churches associa! 
them. But time and the preaching of t! 
and the blessing of God are cementing these ¢ 
—creating unity of feeling, unity of belief, « 
of action.” 


w 


A missionary in Wisconsin has been learnir 
to walk by faith, by seeing his drafts upon the * Bank 
of Faith” promptly honored : 


“One morning, when we had the last floor * 
and the last piece of meat cooked, and sat dov' 
our meal with heavy hearts, | guid to my wil 
prospects look very dark, but the Lord has sa 
our bread and our water shall be sure, and | 
it.” That day I met @ good old Scotchmen.! 
member of our church, who, the first word after" 
salutation, asked meé whether I bad plen‘y t 
and flour. I told him my situation, and he geve ™° 
100 pounds of flour and 25 of meat This mar 
before paid his subscription, and sent me ten burr” 
of oats. From that time to the present, I hare’ 
well supplied with flour, butter and meat, # 
about in the same way.” 


Rev. A. S. Allen, Dodgeville, describes the P 
perous opening of a free school, on the ut I 
which’ makes a new era in the place: 

“JT sent and obtained from Gov. Slade's soc'e'y 
young lady to take charge of the female separ?” 
and also empleyed a young man, from a se! 
Ohio, to teach the male department. The * 
opened two weeks since, the first publi 
school ever had in the place. The first ¢*) 
were 80 boys present in the male departmen( © 
has increased to 100. There were 100 girs ' 
day in the female department, which now © 
about 150. In both departments there were © 
did not know the alphabet—some from tent 
years of age. Two female assistants are noe er 
ploved to take charge of these 120 javentic s 
in another house. It is no spall task to tam 
bring into system and order such an undise) 
mass. Onr teachers — far suc wooliog = 

much time for two months | . 
—- <= nert in operation; and if 1 had not dese 4 
the piga would have failed entirely.” 
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